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Ci rcumstances and envi ronment  a r e  i mp o r t a n t  in t he  
d e t e r m i n a t i o n  o f  i n t e r e s t s .  Born i n t o  t he  lowest  s o c i a l  
c l a s s ,  I e xp er i en ced  t he  ravages o f  t he  Great  Depression  
in my e a r l y  youth.  My f a t h e r  t ook  a l i v e l y  i n t e r e s t  in 
t h e  v a r i o u s  proposed s o l u t i o n s  to  t he  Great  Depress i on,  
Because o f  t h i s  1 a c q u i r e d  a d e s i r e  to study s o c i a l  and 
p o l i t i c a l  h i s t o r y .  Above a l l ,  I f e l t  t h a t ,  s i n ce  t he  roots  
o f  t he  Grea t  Depression l ay  in t he  p a s t ,  h i s t o r y  coul d  
teach means to avo i d  f u t u r e  p i t f a l l s  f o r  s o c i e t y .
Men o f  the  pas t  who proposed s o l u t i o n s  to  s o c i a l  
and economic problems always c h a l l e n g e d  my c u r i o s i t y .  In 
e a r l y  youth I s t ud i e d  the  e n c y c l i c a l s  Rerum Novarum o f  
Pope Leo X I I I  and Quadraqesimo Anno o f  Pope Pius XI wi th  
t h e  a i d  o f  commentar ies.  Dur ing t h e  same p e r i o d  I read  
eve r y  h i s t o r y  book in t he  smal l  v i l l a g e  l i b r a r y ,  I ma i n ­
t a i n e d  t h i s  i n t e r e s t ,  e s p e c i a l l y  in s o c i a l  h i s t o r y ,  u n t i l  
s e n i o r  c o l l e g e ,  when T h o mi s t i c  p h i lo so p h y  began to  t ake  
most o f  my a t t e n t i o n .
In I 9 6 3 - 6A I w r o t e  a M a s t e r ' s  t h e s i s  on t h e  o r g a n i ­
z a t i o n  o f  the  German C a t h o l i c  Cent er  p a r t y ,  s i n ce  i t  had
i i i
a key p o s i t i o n  in t he  p o l i t i c a l  h i s t o r y  o f  modern Germany.
In t h e  e a r l y  days o f  t he  second Re ich i t s  f u n c t i o n  was p r e ­
d o m i n a n t l y  one o f  o p p o s i t i o n  t o  Bismark ,  Y e t ,  t he  Cent e r  
p a r t y  promoted a s o c i a l  program t hrough which i t  a l i g n e d  
i t s e l f  w i t h  t h e  s o c i a l  l e g i s l a t i o n  o f  Bismark ,  as long as 
B i s m a r k ' s s o c i a l  l e g i s l a t i o n  d i d  not  s t r e ng t h e n  t he  domi ­
nance o f  t he  i m p e r i a l  government  o v e r  the  f e d e r a l  s t a t e s .  
Dur ing t he  Weimar R e pu b l i c  t h e  C e n t e r  p a r t y  c o n s i s t e n t l y  
h e l d  t h e  b a l a n c e  o f  power ,  a l t h o u g h  in i t s e l f  i t  was i n ­
e f f e c t i v e  as a p o l i t i c a l  e n t i t y .  At  p r e s e n t  t he  t o p i c  is  
o f  i n t e r e s t  because o f  i t s  i n f l u e n c e  upon t he  p r i n c i p l e s  
o f  t he  C h r i s t i a n  Democra t i c  Union o f  t h e  West German Repub­
l i c ,  which is  t he  k ind o f  p o l i t i c a l  p a r t y  t h a t  Bishop  
W i l h e l m  von K e t t e l e r  i d e a l i z e d . ^
In t h e  resear ch  f o r  t he  M a s t e r ' s  t h e s i s  t h e  name 
o f  Bishop K e t t e l e r  appeared so v e r y  f r e q u e n t l y  t h a t  i t  
aroused my c u r i o s i t y .  When I r ecogn i zed  t h a t  t h e  s c a t ­
t e r e d  ideas o f  K e t t e l e r  which I encount ered  wer e  i d e n t i c a l  
w i t h  those  o f  Rerum Novarum and Quadraqesimo Anno and 
T h o m i s t i c  p h i l o s o p h y ,  my i n t e r e s t  was f u r t h e r  i n c r e a se d .
Who was t h i s  man, K e t t e l e r ?  Where was h i s  n i c h e  
in t h e  h i s t o r y  o f  C a t h o l i c  s o c i a l  thought? What was h i s  
compl e t e  s o c i a l  system? Upon what  was i t  based? What was
^Karl  Buchheim,  G es c h i ch t e  der  c h r i  s t l i c h e n  P a r t e i e n  
i n Deut sch land  (München: Kbsel  V e r l a g ,  1 95 3 ) ,  10; a l s o  c f .
P o l i t i s c h e s  Jahrbuch der  C. D. U.  und C . S . Ü.  ( F r a n k f u r t  am 
ManTi K. G. Lohse,  1950 ) ,  1Ü0-Ü4.
h i s  r e l a t i o n s h i p  w i t h  t h e  Cent e r  p a r t y ?  What was h i s  
impor tance  in t h e  h i s t o r y  o f  modern Germany,  i f  any?
German C a t h o l i c  a u t h o r s ,  such as Kar l  Bachem and 
O t t o  P f U l f ,  were  too i n v o l v e d  in e c c l e s i a s t i c a l  a f f a i r s  
and in hag i ography  to answer a l l  o f  t h e  q u e s t i o n s  about  
K e t t e l e r ,  Kar l  Bachem w r o t e  a n i n e - v o lu m e  h i s t o r y  o f  t h e  
C e nt e r  p a r t y .  He p o i n t s  out  t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  o f  K e t t e l e r  
t o  t h e  Ce nt e r  p a r t y  in gener a l  t e r ms ,  but  does not  c l e a r l y  
deve l op h i s  s o c i a l  system,  O t t o  P f U l f ,  t h e  o f f i c i a l  
C a t h o l i c  b i o g r a p h e r  o f  Bishop K e t t e l e r ,  p l a c e s  emphasis  
upon h i s  e c c l e s i a s t i c a l  work .  Ot her  German a u t h o r s  m e r e l y  
ment ion K e t t e l e r  as a C a t h o l i c  l e a d e r  d u r i n g  t h e  mi d ­
n i n e t e e n t h  c e n t u r y ,
E n g l i s h - s p e a k i n g  a u t h o r s ,  even C a t h o l i c  ones,  
b a r e l y  ment ion Bishop K e t t e l e r ,  One c r e d i t s  him as one  
o f  t h e  f ounders  o f  C a t h o l i c  l i b e r a l i s m , ^  Many ment ion him 
b r i e f l y  as t he  f o r e r u n n e r  o f  Leo X I 11 and t h a t  he is  
i mpor t an t  in C a t h o l i c  s o c i a l  t h o u g h t , ^  Nowhere cou l d  I 
f i n d  a c o n c i s e  a n a l y s i s  o f  t h e  l i f e  and s o c i a l  t hought  o f  
W i l he lm  K e t t e l e r .  Th i s  led to my d e c i s i o n  to l e a r n  as 
much as I cou l d  about  Bishop K e t t e l e r ,
For t h i s  purpose I went  t o  Germany in t h e  summer
O
Cf ,  George Mosse,  The C u l t u r e  o f  Western Europe  
(Ch icago:  Rand M c N a l l y ,  1 961 ) ,  2 4 6 - 4 ? ,
^ Ibi  d , ; and f o r  an example o f  a C a t h o l i c  a u t h o r :  
Er nes t  K i l z e r  and o t h e r s .  The H i s t o r y  o f  Western S oc i a l  
Thought  ( M i l waukee :  The Bruce P u b l i s h i n g  C o , ,  1 9 5 9 ) ,  Ih .
o f  1965 . I soon r e a l i z e d  t h a t  to  o b t a i n  a l l  o f  t he  n e ce s ­
s ary  m a t e r i a l s  on K e t t e l e r  was i m p o s s i b l e ,  s i n c e  d ur i ng  
t h e  Nazi  regime resources were  d e s t r o y e d  o r  s e c r e t l y  
d i sp er se d  to t he  s m a l l e r  C a t h o l i c  i n s t i t u t i o n s  o f  r u r a l  
Germany, 1 e s t i m a t e  t h a t  two or  t h r e e  years  o f  resear ch  
would be necessary  in o r d e r  to g a t h e r  a l l  t he  sources for  
a d e f i n i t i v e  b iogr aphy  o f  Wi lh e l m von K e t t e l e r , ^
The head l i b r a r i a n  o f  S t .  B o n i f a c e  Abbey in Munich  
gave me t h i s  e x p l a n a t i o n .  From 1934 to  1938,  t h e  l i b r a r i e s  
and a r c h i v e s  o f  Germany were " p u r i f i e d "  by t he  Gestapo.  
Books and manuscr i p t s  o f  prominent  C a t h o l i c s ,  e s p e c i a l l y  
t hose  who p a r t i c i p a t e d  in t he  a c t i v i t i e s  o f  t he  Cent e r  
p a r t y ,  were on t he  Ges t apo ' s  p r i o r i t y  l i s t .  To p r ev e n t  
d e s t r u c t i o n  t hese  books and manuscr i p t s  were  s e c r e t l y  
d i sp e r s e d  t hroughout  r u r a l  Germany.  At  p r es e n t  e f f o r t s  
a r e  be ing made to c o l l e c t  and r e t u r n  these  to  t h e i r  r e sp e c ­
t i v e  l i b r a r i e s  and a r c h i v e s .
Encount e r ing  t hese  d i f f i c u l t i e s ,  I dec i ded to s tudy  
K e t t e l e r ' s  s o c i a l  and p o l i t i c a l  i deas  i n s t ea d  o f  w r i t i n g  
a b i ogr aphy .  The p r i n c i p a l  sources I u t i l i z e d  in t h i s  
study  a r e  Bishop K e t t e l e r ' s  p u b l i s h e d  sermons and books.  
These were d i f f i c u l t  to  f i n d .  I used o t h e r  p r i m a r y  sources
^James J.  Sheehan,  The C a re e r  o f  Lujo Brentano  
(Ch icago:  U n i v e r s i t y  o f  Chicago Press ,  i 9 6 0 ) ,  TJ , n . 19,
v e r i f i e s  t h i s  d i f f i c u l t y .  He complains  o f  t he  l acunae  in 
t h e  d iocesan a r c h i v e s  o f  Mainz c oncer n i ng  m a t e r i a l  on K e t ­
t e l e r .  He was me r e l y  a t t e m p t i n g  to  f i n d  a l e t t e r  o f  Bishop  
K e t t e l e r  to Lujo Brentano.
when they  were a v a i l a b l e ,  1 accompl ished my r esearch  p r i ­
m a r i l y  in S t .  B o n i fa c e  Abbey and t h e  S t a d t b i b l i o t h e k  in 
Munich,  t he  diocesan a r c h i v e s  and S t a d t b i b l i o t h e k  in Ma i nz ,  
and two r u r a l  l i b r a r i e s  o f  Andechs and E i c h s t ë t t  in s o u t h ­
ern B a v a r i a ,  A f t e r  I l e f t  Germany,  Ad r ia n  V or der l andwehr ,  
an American s t u d e n t  a t  t he  U n i v e r s i t y  o f  Munich,  c o n t i nu e d  
my search f o r  p r i m a r y  source  m a t e r i a l  and found s ever a l  
manuscr i p t s  a t  E i c h s t ë t t ,
1 wish to  t hank  Mr,  and Mrs,  James J,  K e l l y ,  Lake-  
view Towers,  Apar tment  810 ,  6001 N o r t h  B r o o k l i n e ,  Oklahoma 
C i t y ,  who sponsored t h e  European t r i p .  W i t h o u t  t h e i r  
g e n e r o s i t y  t he  t r i p  would have been i mp o s s i b l e ,
I must e s p e c i a l l y  acknowledge t he  encouragement  o f  
Kenneth I r v i n g  D a i l e y ,  Ph, 0 , ,  A s s o c i a t e  P r o f e s s or  o f  H i s ­
t o r y ,  Oklahoma U n i v e r s i t y ,  and o f  Rober t  L, R e i g l e ,  I n ­
s t r u c t o r  in t he  Depar tment  o f  H i s t o r y ,  Oklahoma U n i v e r s i t y ,  
who devoted much t i me  to c o n s t r u c t i v e  c r i t i c i s m ,  I express  
g r a t i t u d e  to  Adr i an  Vorder l andwehr  f o r  t h e  many days o f  
a s s i s t a n c e  which he gave me in t h e  l i b r a r i e s  and a r c h i v e s  
o f  Germany,
V  1 I
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CHAPTER I
WILHELM EMMANUEL FREIHERR VON KETTELER: INTRODUCTION
AND A SYNOPSIS OF HIS LIFE
I n t r o d u c t i o n
Soc i a l  t hought  dominates t h e  i n t e l l e c t u a l  h i s t o r y  
o f  t h e  n i n e t e e n t h  c e n t u r y ,  because many i n t e l l e c t u a l s  
sought  remedies f o r  t h e  i l l  e f f e c t s  o f  i n d u s t r i a l i z a t i o n  
upon t h e  wor k i ng  c l a s s e s .  Among t he s e  wer e  two Roman 
C a t h o l i c  l e a d e r s ,  Bishop Wi l h e l m  von K e t t e l e r  and Pope 
Leo X I I I .  Because he was pope,  Leo X I I I  terrds t o  o v e r ­
shadow K e t t e l e r ,  and h i s  e n c y c l i c a l s  upon s o c i a l  and 
p o l i t i c a l  q u e s t i o n s  remain t h e  b a s i s  o f  p r e s e n t  C a t h o l i c  
t h o u g h t .  Leo X I I I  i n j e c t e d  new energy  i n t o  t he  C a t h o l i c i s m  
o f  t h e  modern c a p i t a l i s t i c  e r a .  However ,  Leo X I I I  was not  
t h e  f i r s t  C a t h o l i c  l ea d e r  to  a p p l y  C a t h o l i c  t h e o l o g y  to  
t he  s o c i a l  and p o l i t i c a l  a re a s ;  nor  was he t he  f i r s t  to  
a p p l y  t he  p r i n c i p l e s  o f  T h o m i s t i c  p h i l os o p h y  t o  modern 
s o c i o l o g y .  Pope Leo h i m s e l f  r ecogni zed t h i s ,  f o r  he c a l l e d
1
2
Bishop K e t t e l e r  h i s  "most a b l e  p r e c u r s o r . " ^  Pope Leo 
X I I 1 s t u d i e d  K e t t e l e r ' s  works in t h e  French t r a n s l a t i o n s  
and adopted K e t t e l e r ' s  p r i n c i p l e s  as h i s  own,  ̂ s t a t i n g :
" I  l ea r ned  from h i m . "3
Ther e  is  no e s s e n t i a l  d i f f e r e n c e  between t h e  two 
systems,  f o r  t he  s o c i a l  and p o l i t i c a l  p r i n c i p l e s  o f  Leo 
X I I 1 a r e  t h e  ones o f  t h e  matured K e t t e l e r T h e  s i m i ­
l a r i t i e s  between t he  concepts  o f  K e t t e l e r  and Leo " a r e  
too obv ious  t o  r e q u i r e  c o m m e n t . T h e  s t r ong  s i m i l a r i t i e s  
between t h e s e  two men a r e  not  p e c u l i a r ,  f o r  both were  
s t eeped  in C a t h o l i c i s m  w i t h  t h e  added impetus o f  T h o m i s t i c  
p h i l o s o p h y  and had a s i n c e r e  concern f o r  t he  w e l f a r e  o f  
t he  lower c l a s s e s .  Yet  a p p a r e n t l y  K e t t e l e r  is t he  f o r g o t ­
ten man; o n l y  German C a t h o l i c s  seem t o  remember him.
Pope Leo X I 11 had a u n i v e r s a l  e f f e c t  upon C a t h o l i ­
c ism;  K e t t e l e r  was me r e l y  a German b i shop .  Leo w r o t e  in 
L a t i n  f o r  a l l  Roman C a t h o l i c s ;  K e t t e l e r  w r o t e  in German 
f o r  German C a t h o l i c s .  Leo X I I I  was an i n t e r n a t i o n a l i s t ;
^H e i n r i c h  R e i n a r z ,  Von K e t t e l e r  und Leo X I I I :  der
s o c i a l e  B i s c h o f  und der  s o c i a l e  Papst  des 19 J a h r hu n d e r ts  
( D U s s e l d o r f : Druck und V e r l a g  von L. Schwann, 1 92 6 ) ,  TST
2 | b i d .
^Kar l  von Rüth,  Wi l h e l m  Emmanuel F r e i h e r r  von 
K e t t e l e r  ( Gladbach:  V o l k s v e r e i n s  V e r l a g ,  1 92 7 ) ,  10.
^Mosse,  o p . c i t . ,  2 4 6 - 4 7 .
^George G. W i n d e l l ,  The C a t h o l i c s  and German 
U n i t y ,  1866-71 ( M i n n e a p o l i s :  The U n i v e r s i t y  o f  Minnesota
Pr es s ,  1 9 5 4 ) , 3 8 .
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K e t t e l e r ,  a German n a t i o n a l i s t .  Yet  a l l  au t hor s  who 
t h o r o u g h l y  s tudy these  men w i l l  a gr ee  w i t h  the  s t a t ement  
o f  a German h i s t o r i a n  who c a l l s  Bishop K e t t e l e r  " t h e  
w or ke r  b i shop ,  t he  f o r e r u n n e r  o f  Pope Leo XI I !  and Pius  
X I .  "G
Al though Bishop K e t t e l e r ' s  i n f l u e n c e  upon the  
C a t h o l i c  Church is not  a lways r ecogn i zed ,  German C a t h o l i c  
a u t h o r s  emphasize h i s  impact  upon German C a t h o l i c  s o c i a l  
t h o u g h t .  Even a t  the  p r es e n t  t i me  German C a t h o l i c  book­
shops keep in s t oc k  h i s  bas i c  b o o k l e t .  Pi e qrossen s o z i a l e n  
Fraqen der  Gegenwar t . When t h e  " S oc i a l  Bishop" is men­
t i o n e d  in C a t h o l i c  c i r c l e s ,  t h e  German C a t h o l i c  w i l l  r e ­
spond: " K e t t e l e r . "  The C h r i s t i a n  Democrat i c  Union,  which
a t  p r e s e n t  i s  t h e  s t r o n g e s t  p o l i t i c a l  p a r t y  in t he  West  
German R e p u b l i c ,  i s  an out growt h  o f  t h e  former  Center  
P a r t y  and embodies K e t t e l e r ' s  s o c i a l  and p o l i t i c a l  p r i n ­
c i p l e s .
K e t t e l e r  was renowned throughout  Germany as an 
o r a t o r ,  an a u t h o r ,  a j o u r n a l i s t ,  a Church p o l i t i c i a n ,  a 
d e f e n d e r  o f  t he  Church,  and a d e f ender  o f  t h e  r i g h t s  o f  
man. H e i n r i c h  Re i n a r z  w r i t e s  t h a t  K e t t e l e r  was t he  un­
c h a l l e n g e d  and recogni zed  l ea de r  o f  C a t h o l i c  Germany,  and 
t h a t  he was t he  f i r s t  a r c h i t e c t  o f  a C h r i s t i a n  s o c i a l  and 
p o l i t i c a l  s y s t e m . 7
^Huber tus  P r i n c e  zu Lüwenst e in ,  Deutsche Gesch i ch t e  
( B e r l i n :  Haude und Spenersche V e r la gs buchha nd l ung , 1962 ) ,
3 1 2 .
^ R e i n a r z ,  op.  c i t . ,  2.
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This  s tudy i n i t i a l l y  w i l l  p r es e n t  a b r i e f  synopsis  
o f  t he  l i f e  o f  Bishop K e t t e l e r  as a background to  t he  con­
s i d e r a t i o n s  o f  h i s  ideas as w e l l  as h i s  a c t i v i t i e s  in 
p o l i t i c a l  a f f a i r s .  A f t e r  t hese  i n t r o d u c t o r y  comments upon 
h i s  b i ography  not  o n l y  a r e  h i s  ideas on s o c i a l  and p o l i t i ­
ca l  que s t i ons  emphasized,  but  a l s o  h i s  e f f o r t s  in the  p r o ­
mul ga t i on  o f  those  concept s .  His  p a t r i o t i s m ,  h i s  s o c i a l  
system,  and h i s  p r o g r e s s i v i s m  a r e  t h o r o u g h l y  examined.
As f a r  as p o s s i b l e  h i s  r e l a t i o n s h i p  w i t h  t he  Cent e r  P a r t y  
is i n v e s t i g a t e d .
His  a t t a c k s  on German L i b e r a l i s m ,  h i s  c o n s i d e r a ­
t i o n s  on Lassai  lean l ab o r  un i on s ,  and h i s  p e r c e p t i o n s  o f  
i n d u s t r i a l i z a t i o n  and c a p i t a l i s m  r e c e i v e  c o n s i d e r a b l e  a t ­
t e n t i o n .  An a t t e m p t  i s  made to p e n e t r a t e  t he  mental  a t t i ­
tude  w i t h  which K e t t e l e r  approached these  c o n s i d e r a t i o n s .  
Spec i a l  a t t e n t i o n  is g iven to  t h e  s o c i a l  program and i t s  
b a s i s ,  which K e t t e l e r  recommended t o  German C a t h o l i c s .
in h i s  w r i t t e n  works and a l l o c u t i o n s  Bishop  
K e t t e l e r  touched upon eve r y  aspec t  o f  t he  German C a t h o l i c ' s  
p u b l i c  l i f e - - u p o n  e v e r y t h i n g  which even remot e ly  a f f e c t e d  
t h e  C a t h o l i c  Church in Germany. His  a c t i v i t i e s  o f  a p u r e l y  
e c c l e s i a s t i c a l  n a t u r e  a r e  o n l y  c ons i de r ed  in so f a r  as 
t hey  i n d i c a t e  h i s  a t t i t u d e s  and ideas on s o c i a l  and p o l i t i ­
ca l  concepts .
The h i s t o r i c a l  v a l u e  o f  t h i s  a n a l y s i s  is e v i d e n t .
I t  has v a l u e  in showing t he  e f f e c t i v e n e s s  w i t h  which
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K e t t e l e r ' s  concepts  p e n e t r a t e d  German C a t h o l i c  thought  
from 1848 to  t h e  p r e s e n t .  I t  has s t i l l  g r e a t e r  v a l u e  
s i n c e ,  through Leo X I I I  and Pius X I ,  t h e s e  concepts  a r e  
t h e  b a s i s  o f  p r e s e n t  Roman C a t h o l i c  s o c i a l  and p o l i t i c a l  
t h o u g h t .
Every  man o f  l e a d e r s h i p  possesses p e r s o n a l i  t y  
c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  and s t a b l e  a t t i t u d e s  whi ch  make him a 
l e a d e r .  K e t t e l e r  possessed a tremendous amount o f  energy  
and d e t e r m i n a t i o n  f o r  an i d e a l ,  which dr ove  him on to  
l e a d e r s h i p .  There  was n o t h i n g  s p e c t a c u l a r  in t h e  l i f e  
o f  W i l h e l m  von K e t t e l e r .  Deep f a i t h  in C h r i s t i a n i t y  and 
a s p i r i t  o f  i n i t i a t i v e  made Bishop K e t t e l e r  an o u t s t a n d ­
ing C a t h o l i c  l e a d e r .  I t  was an o r d i n a r y  l i f e  f i l l e d  w i t h  
c o n v i c t i o n  and op t i mi sm,  l i v e d  in t he  s p i r i t  o f  C h r i s t .
H i s  l i f e  was f i l l e d  w i t h  a love o f  t he  poor  and a p a t r i o t i c  
l ove  o f  Germany.
Bi r t h  and E a r l y  Li f e ^
When W i l he l m  Emmanuel Joseph Huber t  M a r i a  Baron 
von K e t t e l e r - A l t - A s s e n - H a r k o t t e n  was born on Chr is tmas  
Day,  1 81 1 , a t  Münster  in W e s t p h a l i a ,  Napoleon dominated
Q
The synopsis  o f  K e t t e l e r ' s  l i f e  is g e n e r a l l y  based 
upon; E r ns t  von D e u e r l e i n ,  W i lh e l m Emmanuel F r e i h e r r  von 
K e t t e l e r :  S o z i a l e  Gerecht  i qlZei t  (München: Bayer  i sche
Schulbuch V e r l a g ,  1950 ) ;  Kar l  Rti th,  W i lh e l m Emmanuel F r e i ­
h e r r  von K e t t e l e r :  Ein Leben sb i ld  ( F r e i b u r g  im Br e i sg a u :
H e r d i s c he  V er l a g h a nd l u n g ,  1912) ;  Kar l  For schner ,  Wi I h e l m  
Emmanuel F r e i h e r r  von K e t t e l e r  ( Ma i nz :  V e r l a g  von K i r c h -
heim,  1911) ;  Ot t o  P f U l f ,  B i sc h o f  von K e t t e l e r ,  1811-77 (3  
v o l s . ;  Ma i nz :  V e r l a g  von Franz K i r c hh e i m,  1 899 ) .
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t h e  European c o n t i n e n t .  When on J u l y  13, 1877,  on a r e ­
t u r n  t r i p  from Rome, K e t t e l e r  d i e d  in t he  Capuchin  
monast ery  o f  Burghausen in West B a v a r i a ,  C h a n c e l l o r  
Bismark  was a t  t h e  p i n n a c l e  o f  h i s  power a t  t h e  head o f  
t h e  P r u s s i a n - d o m i n a t e d  German Empi re .
Wi l he l m  a p p a r e n t l y  had a happy home l i f e  and 
seemed to  l ove  and r e sp e c t  h i s  p a r e n t s .  As Bishop he 
w r o t e  to h i s  s i s t e r .  Countess Anna Ga l en:  "We r e a l l y
c on s i d e r e d  our  p a r e n t s  as r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s  o f  God. They  
brought  us up in t h e  r e f r e s h i n g  s p i r i t  o f  t h e  pur e  f u n d a ­
ment a ls  o f  C h r i s t i a n i t y ;  t hey  wer e  f i l l e d  w i t h  l ove  f o r  
us and sought  o n l y  our  w e l f a r e .  The bes t  f a m i l y  in t he  
w o r l d  i n s t i l l e d  t he  love  o f  God in me. "9
W i l h e l m ' s  f a t h e r ,  F r i e d r i c h ,  was a lawyer  and a 
l o c a l  p o l i t i c i a n  in W e s t p h a l i a .  As a young l awyer  he was 
e l e c t e d  to t h e  Landrat  o f  t he  War e n d o r f  d i s t r i c t  and in 
t h i s  c a p a c i t y  was r ecogn i zed  as a champion o f  t h e  p e a s a n t ­
r y .  L a t e r  W i l h e l m ' s  f a t h e r  was a deputy  o f  t h e  W e s t p h a l i a n  
p r o v i n c i a l  L a n d t a g . A f t e r  t he  Congress o f  V i e n n a ,  K e t ­
t e l e r ' s  n a t i v e  p r o v i n c e  became a p a r t  o f  P r u s s i a .  His  
f a t h e r  was a p p o i n t e d  to  a Pr uss i an  o f f i c e ,  chai rman o f  the  
d i s t r i c t  c o u n c i l  o f  Wa r e n d o r f ,  W e s t p h a l i a .  Thus,  e a r l y  
in l i f e  Wi lhe l m saw l oc a l  p o l i t i c s  a t  f i r s t  hand.
Wi l he l m  t r e a s u r e d  t he  s p i r i t u a l  and moral  example
^ R b t h ,  op .  c i t . ,  11.
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o f  h i s  f a t h e r .  When h i s  b r o t h e r  Ri chard  c h r i s t e n e d  h i s  
son F r i e d r i c h ,  Wi lh e l m w r o t e :  " F r i t z  must become an i n ­
t e l l i g e n t  man so t h a t  he can f o l l o w  in t he  f o o t s t e p s  o f  
h i s  g r a n d f a t h e r . " W h e n  h i s  f a t h e r  d i ed  in 1832,  he 
w r o t e  to  h i s  s i s t e r .  Countess Sophia M e r v e l t :  "Upon what
can we b e t t e r  b u i l d  and s t r en g t h e n  o u r s e l v e s  to  f a c e  t he  
v i c i s s i t u d e s  o f  l i f e  than to f o l l o w  t he  s er i o u s  s p i r i t  
and w i l l  o f  our  be loved f a t h e r  which he so m o r a l l y  and 
l o v i n g l y  presen t ed  to us . "^^
W i l h e l m ' s  mot her ,  C l e me n t i n e ,  was t he  d a ught e r  o f  
t h e  Governor -Genera l  o f  MUnster ,  Clemens August  Baron von 
Menge zu Menge und Beck.  Four years a f t e r  her  death  
Bishop K e t t e l e r  p a i d  her  an i n d i r e c t  t r i b u t e  in t h e  f i f t h  
o f  h i s  famous s i x  sermons on t he  s o c i a l  o r d e r .  In t h a t  
sermon on December 19,  1848,  he s a i d :  "The g r e a t e s t  b l e s s ­
ing which God can bestow upon any man in t h e  o r d e r  o f  
n a t u r e  is w i t h o u t  doubt  t h e  g i f t  o f  a t r u l y  C h r i s t i a n  
mother .  Wi th  reason I say,  not  n e c e s s a r i l y  an a f f e c t i o n a t e  
mother ,  f o r ,  i f  she is  f i l l e d  w i t h  t h e  s p i r i t  o f  t h e  w o r l d ,  
her  love f o r  her  c h i l d r e n  is not  necessary  but  i n j u r i o u s .  
. . .  i f  t h e  mother  r e s t s  in her  grave  f o r  a long t i m e ,  
but  t h e  son,  s e i ze d  by t h e  storms o f  l i f e ,  is tossed t o  
and f r o  and is c l o se  to l os i n g  h i s  f a i t h  and sense o f
T O | b i d . . 11- 12 .
1T | b i d . . 12.
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morals  and to  f a l l  i n t o  e t e r n a l  d e s t r u c t i o n ,  then the  
pious  and nob l e  s t r e n g t h  o f  h i s  C h r i s t i a n  mother  w i l l  ap ­
pear  to  him and w i t h  wonder f u l  s t r e n g t h  she w i l l  l ead him 
back to t he  c o r r e c t  pa th  o f  f a i t h  and o f  v i r t u e . " ^ ^
Al though t h e  K e t t e l e r  f a m i l y  was w e a l t h y ,  t he  
c h i l d r e n  were  u n s p o i le d  by l u x u r y W h e n  t he  e l d e s t  son,  
who belonged to t he  Cadet  Corps in B e r l i n ,  complained to  
h i s  mother  about  h i s  d i f f i c u l t  l i f e  and t he  bad food,  she 
w r o t e  him on May 25,  1824:  " I f  t h e  food is  s p o i l e d  and
impure,  t h a t  is f a t a l .  O t her wi se  one is  a b l e  to  become 
accustomed to  e v e r y t h i n g .  When 1 was t w e l v e  years  o l d ,  I 
had t o  a r i s e  a t  f i v e  e v e r y  morning f o r  t h r e e  y e a r s ,  and I 
had o n l y  a ha r d ,  s t a l e  p i e c e  o f  bread f o r  b r e a k f a s t .  The 
food f o r  t he  o t h e r  meals a l s o  was o f  i n f e r i o r  q u a l i t y .
At  the  end o f  t h a t  t i me  I was so used t o  i t  t h a t  I d i d  
not  dream o f  a n y t h i n g  b e t t e r ,
W i l h e l m ' s  mother  t au g h t  t he  f u t u r e  " s o c i a l  bishop"  
t he  lesson o f  c h a r i t y .  She c o n s i s t e n t l y  v i s i t e d  the huts  
o f  t he  poor in t h e  ne i ghborhood.  F r e q u e n t l y  she brought  
t he  needy to t he  c a s t l e  o f  H a r k o t t e n  and " robbed"  t he  
v a r i o u s  wardrobes f o r  c l o t h i n g ,
1 2 Sermon: " D i e  k a t h o l i s c h e  Lehre von der  Ehe und
F a m i l i e , "  d e l i v e r e d  on December 19,  1848,  a t  t he  Mainz  
C a t h e d r a l ,  as found in Rti th,  op,  ci  t , , 12 -13 .
^^Rtith,  op,  c i t , , 12,
^^Rtith, o p , ci  t , .  13.
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Al thoug h  t h e  K e t t e l ers  belonged to  t he  n o b i l i t y ,  
t h e y  d e s i r e d  t o  educat e  t h e i r  c h i l d r e n  in an atmosphere  
l a c k i n g  snobbishness and h a ug h t i n e s s .  Almost  in Spar t an  
f a s h i o n  t h e  n i n e  headst rong K e t t e l e r  c h i l d r e n  were  educated  
in s i m p l i c i t y  and f r u g a l i t y .  They were  c l o t h e d  in p l a i n  
dress  and t he  boys were  not  p e r m i t t e d  t o  wear  a head c o v e r ­
ing in w i n t e r  o r  in summer. No s e r v a n t s  m i n i s t e r e d  to  t he  
household ,  f o r  each c h i l d  per f ormed t he  tasks  which s e r va n t s  
o r d i n a r i l y  pe r f o r med .  A l l  o f  t h e  c h i l d r e n  a r ose  e a r l y  
each morning and promptness f o r  t h e i r  lessons w i t h  t h e i r  
p r i v a t e  t u t o r s  was a n e c e s s i t y .  F r e q u e n t l y  and p u r p o s e l y  
t h e i r  food was served w i t h o u t  s eason i ng ,  but  t h e  c h i l d r e n  
had t o  e a t  i t  w i t h o u t  c o m p l a i n t .  One example w i l l  i n d i c a t e  
t h e  e x t e n t  o f  t h i s  a u s t e r i t y .  Once Wi l h e l m brought  home 
shoe p o l i s h  and boasted about  t h e  use o f  i t .  His  mother  
q u i c k l y  c o n f i s c a t e d  t he  p o l i s h  on t h e  grounds t h a t  she 
d i d  no t  w i sh  a son upon whom not  even a drop o f  w a t e r  dared  
to  f a l l .
Educat  i on
The f i r s t  i n s t r u c t i o n  which Wi l he l m  r e c e i v e d  was 
f rom a p r i v a t e  t u t o r  in t h e  K e t t e l e r  home. H i s  mother  
warned t h e  t u t o r ,  Polmann,  t h a t  he had to  p r a c t i c e  much 
p a t i e n c e  w i t h  W i l h e lm ,  s in ce  he was a l i v e l y  and u n r u l y  
boy.  One o f  h i s  l a t e r  schoo lmates ,  Baron August  von 
S c h m i s i n g - K o r f f , who v i s i t e d  t he  K e t t e l e r  home f r e q u e n t l y .
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r e l a t e d :  "As a boy he was a lways c h e e r f u l  but  a t  t imes
v e r y  s t ub b o r n ,  f o r  which h i s  f a t h e r  a lways  punished him 
s t e r n l y , T h r o u g h o u t  h i s  l i f e  W i l h e l m  c on t i n u e d  to  
show t h i s  s tubbornness .
In t he  autumn o f  1823 W i l h e l m  e n t e r e d  t he  gymnasium 
in MUnster ,  a c i t y  where t he  K e t t e l e r s  owned a home. How­
e v e r ,  h i s  p a r e n t s  were  d i s s a t i s f i e d  w i t h  h i s  pr ogr ess  a t  
t he  gymnasium. His  academic p r og r ess  d i d  not  concern them,  
but  h i s  stubbornness d i d .  Nuns s t a f f e d  t he  gymnasium and 
h i s  p a r e n t s  f e l t  t h a t  t h e i r  heads t r ong  son needed male  
t e a c h e r s .
At  t h i s  t i m e  i t  seemed t r a d i t i o n a l  f o r  C a t h o l i c  
nobl es  t o  send t h e i r  sons to J e s u i t  schools  f o r  t h e i r  edu­
c a t i o n .  From t h e  autumn o f  1824 to t he  summer o f  1829,  
W i l h e l m  a t t e n d e d  t h e  J e s u i t  school  f o r  boys a t  B r i g  in the  
sout hern  canton o f  V a l a i s ,  S w i t z e r l a n d .  He a t t a c k e d  e v e r y ­
t h i n g  which he und e r to o k  a t  B r i g  w i t h  pass ion and energy  
and,  u n t i l  he mat ur ed ,  t h i s  p a s s i o n a t e  temperament  f r e ­
q u e n t l y  went  u n b r i d l e d .  For example ,  one o f  h i s  t e a ch e r s  
r e l a t e d  t h a t  in a f i t  o f  anger  he b i t  i n t o  a d r i n k i n g  
g l a s s  w i t h  such f o r c e  t h a t  he c o m p l e t e l y  s h a t t e r e d  i t .  
Whenever  W i l h e l m  cons i de r ed  h i m s e l f  c o r r e c t ,  he defended  
h i m s e l f  p a s s i o n a t e l y  and argued o r  f ought  even w i t h  h i s  
be s t  f r i e n d .
15 R b t h ,  o p . c i t . ,  28 .
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In 1829 Wi l h e l m  e nt e r e d  t he  U n i v e r s i t y  o f  
Gt i t t ingen to  s tudy  law,  p h y s i c s ,  and h i s t o r y .  Toward t he  
mi dd l e  o f  t he  f i r s t  semester  he j o i n e d  a f r a t e r n i t y ,  t he  
"GU s tp h a l i a "  cor ps .  Soon a f t e r  K e t t e l e r  l o s t  t h e  t i p  o f  
h i s  nose in a duel  w i t h  a f e l l o w  law s t udent  and corpsman,  
Baron F r i e d r i c h  von Lohmann, c once r n i ng  an argument  whe t her  
Lohmann had stepped on W i l h e l m ' s  toes  by a c c i d e n t .  As a 
German nobleman and s t udent  he had to  defend h i s  honor;  
as a C a t h o l i c  he was f o r b i dd e n  to  f i g h t  t he  d u e l ,  Wi l h e lm  
deci ded to  have a surgeon in B e r l i n  r e p l a c e  t he  t i p  o f  h i s  
nose w i t h  a s i I v e r  one,  Thi s deci  s ion caused a f a m i 1 y 
d i s t u r b a n c e .  His  f a t h e r  w r o t e  him t h a t  he would disown 
h i s  son i f  he a t t e mpt e d  to come home w i t h  a s i l v e r - t i p p e d  
nose.  His  mother  w r o t e  to her  s i s t e r  t h a t  i f  t he y  were  
not  c e r t a i n  o f  W i l h e l m ' s  s t r ong  f a i t h ,  t hey  would indeed  
be ve r y  concerned about  h i s  f u t u r e .  Years l a t e r  when 
K e t t e l e r  was Bishop o f  Ma i nz ,  he t o l d  h i s  s em i na r ian s :  
" I ndeed I was a l i v e l y  s t udent  but  God p r o t e c t e d  me from 
t he  ext reme t h i ng s  o f  the  w o r l d , "
Wi th  t h e  p r o s p e c t i v e  s ur ger y  in mind,  Wi l h e l m  e n­
r o l l e d  a t  t he  U n i v e r s i t y  o f  B e r l i n  f o r  t he  w i n t e r  and 
summer semesters o f  1830 -31 .  Because o f  t he  c o n s t e r n a t i o n  
i t  caused in t he  f a m i l y ,  W i lh e l m r e l i n q u i s h e d  t he  idea o f  
t h e  " s i l v e r  nose" and t he  f a c i a l  d i s f i g u r e m e n t  remained a
i G p f U l f ,  op ,  c i t , ,  I ,  35.
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l i f e l o n g  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  o f  K e t t e l e r .  S i nce  he wished to  
a t t e n d  c e r t a i n  l e c t u r e s  o f  p a r t i c u l a r  p r o f e s s o r s ,  W i lh e l m  
now e n t e r e d  t he  U n i v e r s i t y  o f  H e i d e l b e r g ,  the  c e n t e r  o f  
German r omant ic ism and L i b e r a l i s m .  At  B e r l i n  he p a r t i c i ­
pa ted  in l i v e l y  d i s c u s s i on s  on p o l i t i c s .  Church a f f a i r s ,  
and p h i lo s o p h y .  He c o n t i n u e d  t h i s  a t  H e i d e l b e r g .  K e t ­
t e l e r ' s  i n t e r e s t  in Church a f f a i r s  led him to  a t t e n d  l e c ­
t u r e s  by P r o f e s s or  S c h m i d t l e i n  a t  t he  U n i v e r s i t y  o f  Munich 
d u r i n g  t he  summer o f  1832 on t he  r e l a t i o n s h i p  between 
Church and s t a t e  and t h e  r i g h t s  o f  t h e  Church.  Wi l he lm  
K e t t e l e r  then r e t u r ne d  to  t he  U n i v e r s i t y  o f  B e r l i n  where  
he r e ce i v e d  a degree  in law on May 21,  1833,  and i mmedia te ­
l y  accepted  a minor  p o s i t i o n  in t h e  Pruss i an  bur eaucr acy  
as a c o n s u l t a n t  in t h e  l ega l  bureau a t  MUnster .  This  l eg a l  
t r a i n i n g  i n f l u e n c e d  h i s  p r e p a r a t i o n s  f o r  h i s  sermons and 
books l a t e r ,  and t he  impor tance  which he p l ace d  upon law 
and o r d e r  in s o c i e t y .
At  t h i s  t i me  K e t t e l e r  w r o t e  h i s  f i r s t  essay,  a 
b r i e f  prepared  f o r  h i s  j u n i o r  bar  e xa m i n a t i o n s :
D a r s t e l l u n q  der  a l l q e me i n e n  Gr undsët ze ,  durch we l che  der  
preuss i  sche S t a a t  bei  Behandlunq der  Juden und Mennoni ten  
s e i t  dem Jahre  1815 q e l e i t e t  wurde,  und s t a a t s b U r q e r 1 ichen  
V e r h U l t n i  sse d i e s e r  R e l i q i o n s p a r t e i en im R e q i e r u n q s b e z i r k e  
M Un st e r . In t h i s  b r i e f  K e t t e l e r  suppor ted the  r i g h t s  o f
T 7 | b i d . , 39 .
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t h e  Jews and Mennoni t es ,  based upon t h e  h i s t o r i c a l  d e v e l o p ­
ment o f  r i g h t s ,  and c r i t i c i z e d  t h e  t w e n t y - f i v e  years o f  
Pr uss i an  o f f i c i a l d o m ' s  p r a c t i c e s  and measures.  K e t t e l e r  
argued t h a t  educa t i on  was nece s sa r y  f o r  pe o p l e  to  e x e r c i s e  
t h e i r  r i g h t s  as c i t i z e n s .  He adhered to  t h i s  p r i n c i p l e  
f o r  t h e  r e s t  o f  h i s  l i f e .  K e t t e l e r  a l s o  h e l d  t h a t  t he  
r e s t r i c t i o n s  upon t he  Jews were  i r r a t i o n a l .  Fur t hermore ,  
he m a i n t a i n e d  t h a t  t h e  h e i g h t  o f  i n j u s t i c e  was to t ake  
away r i g h t s  once g r a n t e d .  Th i s  was e x a c t l y  what  the  
P r us s i a n  government  d i d  to t he  Jews,  f o r  by t h e  E d i c t  o f  
1812 t h e  Jews had o b t a i n e d  c i t i z e n s h i p ,  but  by a c a b i n e t  
o r d e r  o f  August  18,  1822,  t h i s  was a b r u p t l y  resc i nded ,  
K e t t e l e r  concluded t h a t  such i l l o g i c a l  a c t i o n  by an i n d i ­
v i d u a l  was e x c us ab l e ,  but  by a government ,  unpardonab le . ^®
" C o n f l i c t  o f  Cologne"
From June 1, 1833,  to  J u l y  1, 1838,  Wi l h e lm  K e t ­
t e l e r  served in t he  Pr uss i an  l eg a l  bureau a t  MUnster .
The cause o f  h i s  r e s i g n a t i o n  in 1838 was t h e  " C o n f l i c t  o f  
Col ogne , "  a term u t i l i z e d  by German h i s t o r i a n s  to d e s i g ­
n a t e  t h e  d i f f i c u l t i e s  in P r uss i a  between t h e  c i v i l  
a u t h o r i t i e s  and the  h i e r a r c h y  o f  t he  Roman C a t h o l i c  Church,  
i t  r e c e i v e s  t h i s  a p p e l l a t i o n  because t he  d i s c o r d  e rupt ed  
between t he  Pruss i an  government  and t h e  a r chb i shop  o f  
Cologne c oncer n i ng  t h e  removal  o f  a C a t h o l i c  t h e o l o g i a n
T B j b i d . , 4 0 - 4 2 .
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f rom t he  U n i v e r s i t y  o f  Bonn. “
At  t h i s  t i me  t he  t h e o l o g i c a l  f a c u l t i e s  o f  the  
Pr uss i an  u n i v e r s i t i e s ,  whe t her  P r o t e s t a n t  o r  C a t h o l i c ,  
wer e  f i n a n c e d  by t he  government .  O r d i n a r i l y  t h e o l o g i a n s  
o f  both r e l i g i o u s  groups were  appo i n t ed  to the  same u n i v e r ­
s i t y  f a c u l t y .  The b i shop ,  in whose t e r r i t o r y  a u n i v e r s i t y  
was l o c a t e d ,  nominated C a t h o l i c  a ppo i nt ees  f o r  t he  p r o ­
f e s s o r i a l  c h a i r s .  The Pruss i an  government g e n e r a l l y  heeded  
t h e  r e q u es t  o f  a b ishop t o  remove any C a t h o l i c  t h e o l o g i a n  
f rom t h e  u n i v e r s i t y ' s  f a c u l t y .
Archbi shop Clemens August  von D r o s t e - V i s h e r i n g  o f  
Cologne p e t i t i o n e d  t he  Pruss i an  M i n i s t e r  o f  R e l i g i o n  and 
Educat i on  f o r  t he  removal  o f  a C a t h o l i c  t h e o l o g i a n  from 
t h e  f a c u l t y  o f  t he  U n i v e r s i t y  o f  Bonn, which was in t h e  
j u r i s d i c t i o n a l  t e r r i t o r y  o f  t h e  a r chb i shop.  When the  
Pr uss i an  M i n i s t e r  r e f used  to remove t he  p r o f e s s o r ,  who 
was excommunicated by Rome f o r  F e b r o n i a n i s m , t h e  a r c h ­
b ishop w i t h d r e w  h i s  semi nar i ans  from t h e  u n i v e r s i t y .  The 
M i n i s t e r  o f  R e l i g i o n  and Educat ion or der ed  the  s t udent s  
t o  r e t u r n ,  but  Archbishop D r o s t e - V i s h e r i n g  r e f used  to
^^The Pruss i an  government  was not  a l o n e  in d e f e n d ­
ing a f e b r o n i a n i S t , f o r  many German C a t h o l i c s ,  even members 
o f  t he  h i e r a r c h y  defended Febronianism.  In 1763 Johann 
N i k o l a u s  von Montheim,  under  t he  pseudonym o f  J u s t i n u s  
F e b r o n i a n u s , p u b l i sh e d  a book on t he  b a s i c  law o f  the  s t a t e  
o f  t h e  Church and t h e  l eg a l  power o f  t he  Roman P o n t i f f .  
Bishop Montheim h e l d  t h a t  t he  pope possessed no u n i v e r s a l  
j u r i s d i c t i o n  over  t he  C a t h o l i c  Church,  and proposed t h a t  
bishops a c t  more independent  o f  Rome. ( C f .  F r i e d e r i c h  
L a u c h e r t ,  " F e b r o n i a n i s m , " The C a t h o l i c  E n c y c l o p e d i a , V I ,  
2 3 - 2 5 . )
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p e r m i t  t h e i r  r e t u r n .  The a r chb i shop was a r r e s t e d  on 
November 20,  1837.
The Febronian ep i sode  was o n l y  the  beg i nn ing  o f  
t he  d i s c o r d  between t he  government  and t he  Prussian  
C a t h o l i c  h i e r a r c h y .  The second e lement  o f  the  d i s c o r d  
concerned mixed m a r r i ag e s  and t he  scene s h i f t e d  to Gnesen-  
Posen.
From t he  Counci l  o f  T r e n t  ( 1 5 4 5 - 6 3 )  to March,
1966,  when a r e s c r i p t  o f  t h e  Propaganda o f  the  Sacraments  
changed t he  Canon Law, t h e  C a t h o l i c  Church had e s s e n t i a l l y  
t h e  same l e g i s l a t i o n  c once r n i ng  mixed m a r r i a g e s . A  
mixed m a r r i a g e  i s  s t i l l  d e f i n e d  as a union between a 
C a t h o l i c  and a b a p t i z e d  n o n - C a t h o l i c .  P r i o r  t o  March,
1966,  t he  Church p e r m i t t e d  t h e  C a t h o l i c  p a r t y  t o  marry  
o n l y  a f t e r  t h e  b a p t i z e d  n o n - C a t h o l i c  p a r t y  promised to  
b a p t i z e  and educate  t h e  c h i l d r e n ,  born o f  the  m a r r i a g e ,  
as C a t h o l i c s .  I f  t hese  promises were  not  s i g ned ,  the  
C a t h o l i c  was not  p e r m i t t e d  t o  mar ry  the  n o n - C a t h o l i c ,  and 
i f  t h e  C a t h o l i c  m a r r i e d  t he  n o n - C a t h o l i c  o u t s i d e  the  
Church,  he l o s t  membership in t h e  C a t h o l i c  Church.  In 
1834 the  Pruss i an  c i v i l  code p r e s c r i b e d  t h a t  boys o f  such 
a union should f o l l o w  t h e  r e l i g i o n  o f  t h e  f a t h e r  and g i r l s ,  
t h a t  o f  t h e  m o t h e r . T h e  a r chb i shop  o f  Gnesen-Posen,
W i l l i a m  Fanning,  "Mixed M a r r i a g e s , "  The C a t h o l i c  
E ncy c l oped i a  ( I 908  e d . ) ,  IX ,  6 9 8 ; Pe t r o  C a r d i n a l  Gaspar r i  
( e d . ) .  Codex J u r i s  Canon i c i  ( W e s t m i n s t e r ,  Mar y land:  The
Newman Book Shop, 1 9 4 6 ) ,  Canons 1058-1103 and 2 25 7 - 2 27 7 .
21 Fanning,  l oc .  c i t .
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M a r t i n  Dun i n ,  r e f used  consent  to mixed m a r r i a ge s  in h i s  
a r c h d i o c e s e  under  t h i s  Pruss i an  law and he was a r r e s t e d  
on June 21 ,  1837.
These two a r r e s t s  d i s t u r b e d  German C a t h o l i c s  i n ­
c l u d i n g  K e t t e l e r .  K e t t e l e r  r es i gned  h i s  p o s i t i o n  w i t h  
t h e  Pruss i an  l ega l  bureau,  s t a t i n g  t h a t  he d i d  not  wi sh  
t o  ser ve  a s t a t e  which demanded t he  s a c r i f i c e  o f  h i s  con­
s c i e n c e . ^ ^  He t e n t a t i v e l y  dec i ded  t o  become a p r i e s t  in 
o r d e r  t o  a s s i s t  and defend t h e  Church.
The Book,  Symbol ic
On May 9 ,  1839,  K e t t e l e r  w r o t e  h i s  s i s t e r  Sophie
t h a t  he f e l t  t h a t  t he  o n l y  manner in which he cou l d  f i n d
peace was to  f o l l o w  t h e  w i l l  o f  God by h e l p i n g  t h e  l ess
f o r t u n a t e  in s o c i e t y . ^3 |n response she p r e se n t e d  K e t t e l e r
w i t h  t h e  book.  Sy m b o l i c , by Johann Adam Mt thler ,  one o f  t he
o u t s t a n d i n g  German C a t h o l i c  t h e o l o g i a n s  o f  t he  n i n e t e e n t h  
7kcentu ry.
M ü h l e r ' s  genera l  themes wer e :  ( 1 )  t hrough t h e  r e ­
newal o f  each C h r i s t i a n ' s  i n d i v i d u a l  s p i r i t u a l  l i f e  t he  
i l l s  o f  s o c i e t y  would be h e a l e d ;  ( 2 )  a l l  C h r i s t i a n i t y  had
9 9 He l lmut h  von R t i s s l e r ,  Grbsse und T r a g i k  des 
c h r i s t  l i c h e n  Europe ( B e r l i n :  V e r l a g  M o r i t z  D i e s t e r w e g ,
1 956 ) ,  603;  H e i n r i c h  T r e i t s c h k e ,  H i s t o r y  o f  Germany in t he  
N i n e t e e n t h  C e n t u r y , t r a n s .  Eden and Cedar Paul  (7  v o l s . ;  
London: J a r r o l d  and Sons,  1 91 9 ) ,  V I ,  264.
2 3 p f U l f ,  op.  c i t . , I ,  42 .
^ ^ 1 b i d . , 4 3 - 4 4 .
17
to r e - d e d i c a t e  i t s e l f ,  not  m e r e l y  Roman C a t h o l i c s ;  and 
( 3 )  new p h i l o s o p h i c  systems were  not  needed to  c u r e  the  
i l l s  o f  s o c i e t y ,  i n d i v i d u a l s  composed s o c i e t y .  T h e r e ­
f o r e ,  i f  each i n d i v i d u a l  C h r i s t i a n  renewed h i s  own l i f e ,  
renewal  would f o l l o w  in s o c i e t y .  I f  o n l y  one i n d i v i d u a l  
made a s p i r i t u a l  renewal  in h i s  p r i v a t e  l i f e ,  he added 
something to  t h e  improvement  o f  s o c i e t y ,  Mbhl e r  d i r e c t e d  
h i s  p l e a  f o r  s p i r i t u a l  renewal  t o  a l l  C h r i s t i a n s ,  f o r  
o n l y  t hrough C h r i s t ' s  commandment o f  c h a r i t y  c ou l d  s o c i e t y  
be renewed.  T h i s  f o r  him was t h e  c u r e  t o  a l l  o f  t h e  i l l s  
in s o c i e t y ,  Mbhl er  he l d  t h a t  s o l u t i o n s  t o  t h e  problems o f  
s o c i e t y  had a lways been p r e s e n t  in t h e  C h r i s t i a n  way o f  
l i f e ;  t he y  me re l y  had to  be p r a c t i c e d .  This  idea  o f  a 
s p i r i t u a l  renewal  to a i d  s o c i e t y  so impressed t h e  young 
K e t t e l e r  t h a t  he w r o t e  Sophie  on Febr uar y  8 ,  1840:  " ,  , ,
I have indeed a t t a i n e d  a t r u e  pass i on f o r  t he  ideas o f  
M b h l e r , H e  began t h e  renewal  o f  h i s  own s p i r i t u a l  l i f e  
by d a i l y  a t t e nd a nc e  a t  Mass and f r e q u e n t l y  r e c e i v i n g  Ho l y  
Commun i o n ,
U n i v e r s i t y  o f  Munich
K e t t e l e r  e n t e r e d  t he  U n i v e r s i t y  o f  Munich in the  
autumn o f  1841 to  s tudy t h e o l o g y ,  a l t h o u g h  he had not  
d e f i n i t e l y  dec ided upon a p r i e s t l y  v o c a t i o n .  From the  
b e g i n n i n g  o f  h i s  t h e o l o g i c a l  s t u d i e s  K e t t e l e r  possessed
^^1 b i d , , 43 ,
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t he  c o n v i c t i o n  t h a t  t h e o l og y  was p r a c t i c a l  and not  an i n ­
t e l l e c t u a l  e x e r c i s e . 26 This c o n v i c t i o n  was f u r t h e r  en ­
hanced when he came under  t he  i n f l u e n c e  o f  t he  C a t h o l i c  
di scus s i on  group founded and led by Johann Joseph von 
Gdrres .  Gürres i n f l u e n c e d  K e t t e l e r  more than any o t h e r  
p r o f e s s o r  in Munich,
Gürres was t he  most g i f t e d  German C a t h o l i c  w r i t e r  
in p o l i t i c a l  and s o c i a l  concepts in t he  f i r s t  h a l f  o f  t he  
n i n e t e e n t h  c e n t u r y , 27 He was born a t  Coblenz on January  
25,  1776,  In h i s  youth he was a r e p u b l i c a n  and in t he  
French Re v o l u t i o n  he beheld t h e  g r e a t  movement f o r  f reedom.  
He w r o t e  a pamphl et ,  A l l q e me i n e  F r i e d e ,  e i n  I dea l  ( 1 7 9 8 ) ,  
in which he p r a i s e d  t he  p r i n c i p l e s  o f  t he  French R e v o l u t i o n  
and hoped t h a t  these  would r a p i d l y  spread to a l l  n a t i o n s .
He began t he  p u b l i c a t i o n  o f  a monthly  j o u r n a l ,  Das Rote  
B l a t t , in which he expounded h i s  ideas on f reedom and t he  
impor tance o f  t he  French R e v o l u t i o n ,  A f t e r  Gürres spent  
a few months in P ar is  in 1799,  he became d i s i l l u s i o n e d  
and d i s a p p o i n t e d  in the  r e s u l t s  o f  t h e  R e v o l u t i o n  as p o r ­
t r a y e d  by t h a t  c i t y ,
2 ^ Rü s s l e r ,  o p , ci  t , ,  603,
2^Kar l  Buchheim,  U1tramontanismus und Demokrat i e  
(MUnchen: Oldenbourg V e r l a g ,  1963 ) ,  8 0 - 10 3 ;  J , P, K i r s c h ,
" G ü r r e s , "  The C a t h o l i c  E n c y c l o p e d i a , V I ,  6 5 2 - 5 4 ;  Bachem,  
op,  ci  t , , I ,  132-39;  Golo von Mann, " G ü r r e s , "  Di e Grossen 
Deutschen:  Deutsche B i o g r a p h i e  (5 v o l s , ;  B e r l i n :  In
propy l ëen V er l a g  bei  U l l s t e i n ,  1955 ) ,  I I , 518 - 3 1 ,
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Around 1800 he came under  t he  i n f l u e n c e  o f  S c h e l l -  
ing and i d e n t i f i e d  h i m s e l f  w i t h  t h e  German Romant ic move­
ment .  In 1806 he began .to l e c t u r e  a t  t h e  U n i v e r s i t y  o f  
H e i d e l b e r g ,  t he  c e n t e r  o f  Romant ic ism,  and made f r e q u e n t  
c o n t r i b u t i o n s  to  Romant ic j o u r n a l s .
In 1814 Gürres r e t u r n e d  to  p o l i t i c s .  At  Coblenz  
he founded a wee k l y  newspaper .  Per Rhe i n i sc he  M e r k u r , in 
which he a t t a c k e d  Napoleon,  p l eaded f o r  a p r o g r e s s i v e  
Germany, and advocated  t he  r e s t o r a t i o n  o f  t h e  o l d  empi re  
under  t he  Hapsburgs.  To him a p r o g r e s s i v e  Germany meant  
an empire  in which p o l i t i c a l  and c i v i c  l i b e r t y  f l o u r i s h e d .  
In 1816 t he  Pruss i an  government  c o n f i s c a t e d  h i s  wee k l y  
newspaper and or de r ed  h i s  a r r e s t .  Gür res  escaped to  
St r ass b u r g  where in 1821 he p u b l i s h e d  Europa und d i e  
Revo l u t  i o n . In t h i s  pamphlet  he warned European r u l e r s  
t h a t  unless  t hey  g r a n t e d  freedom and l i b e r t y ,  r e v o l u t i o n s  
were  eminent .
Gürres accept ed  t he  appointment  as p r o f e s s o r  o f  
h i s t o r y  a t  t he  U n i v e r s i t y  o f  Munich in 1827.  Here he 
founded and d i r e c t e d  a d i s cu s s i o n  c l u b  composed o f  C a t h o l i c  
f a c u l t y  members and s t u d e n t s .  The c l u b  promoted an u n d e r ­
s t and i ng  o f  t he  p o l i t i c a l  and s o c i a l  problems o f  t h e  day 
and f o s t e r e d  a d r i v e  f o r  t h e  Church ' s  f reedom from s t a t e  
c o n t r o l .  In 1838 t h i s  group founded a p e r i o d i c a l .  Hi s t o - 
r i s c h - p o l i t i s c h e  B l o t t e r , to  pr omul ga t e  the  program o f  the  
c l u b .  Gürres c o n t r i b u t e d  to  eve r y  i ssue  o f  t h i s  p e r i o d i c a l
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to the  v e r y  day o f  h i s  death on Januar y  29,  1848.
In 1838 in response to t he  " C o n f l i c t  o f  Cologne"  
Gürres  w r o t e  At h ana s i us  in which he condemned t he  a c t i o n  
o f  Pr uss i a  and p r o t e s t e d  t he  a r r e s t s  o f  t he  archbi shops  
o f  Cologne and Gnesen-Posen.  In t h i s  book he issued a 
c a l l  to a l l  German C a t h o l i c s  f o r  a c t i o n  in t h e  suppor t  
and defense  o f  t h e i r  C a t h o l i c  b r e t h r e n  in P r u s s i a .  He 
encouraged C a t h o l i c s  to  promote f reedom o f  r e l i g i o n  f o r  
a l l  r e l i g i o u s  groups.  For Gürres  r e l i g i o u s  freedom and 
c i v i c  f reedom were  i n s e p a r a b l e .
K e t t e l e r  r e a d i l y  a ccep t ed  G ü r r es '  i deas .  Espe­
c i a l l y  a c c e p t a b l e  t o  K e t t e l e r  was G ü r res '  p reamble  f o r  a 
new s p i r i t  o f  German C a t h o l i c i s m :
We must become more Conscious t h a t  C h r i s t i a n i t y  
e x i s t s  not  o n l y  f o r  p r i v a t e  use,  but  i t  must p l a y  
an a c t i v e  p a r t  in t h e  e n t i r e  l i f e  o f  t h e  peop l e  
and t h e i r  r e l a t i o n s h i p  w i t h  o t h e r s . 28
Anot her  p r o f e s s o r  o f  K e t t e l e r  was t he  famous
C a t h o l i c  Church h i s t o r i a n ,  Ignaz  DÜ1l i n g e r ,  who had some
i n f l u e n c e  upon t h e  f u t u r e  b i shop .  DÜ1l i n g e r  became famous
as an opponent  o f  papal  i n f a l l i b i l i t y ,  which led to h i s
excommunicat ion from t he  C a t h o l i c  Church in 1877.  In 1870
as Bishop o f  Mainz  K e t t e l e r  w r o t e  c once r n i ng  DÜ1l i n g e r :
I ag r ee  o n l y  w i t h  t h e  DÜ1l i n g e r  whose l e c t u r e s  
f o r m e r l y  f i l l e d  h i s  s t udent s  w i t h  enthus iasm and 
w i t h  love  f o r  t he  Church and t he  A p o s t o l i c  S e e . 29
nO
As quoted in Bachem, op.  c i t . ,  I ,  84.
29 K a t h o l i k ,  I ( 1 8 7 0 ) ,  252.
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D ü l l i n g e r ,  however ,  i n f l u e n c e d  K e t t e l e r  s u f f i c i e n t l y  as 
a s t u d e nt  so t h a t  K e t t e l e r  stood between Febroni an i sm and 
U1t ramontanism.  K e t t e l e r  opposed t h e  t endency  toward  
a b s o l u t e  c e n t r a l i z e d  power o f  t he  papacy.
The a n t i t h e s i s  o f  Febron i an i sm was U1t ramontanism.  
There  is some d i s c r e p a n c y  c on c e rn i ng  t he  t r u e  n a t u r e  o f  
Ul t r amo n t a n i sm between C a t h o l i c  t h e o l o g i a n s  and C a t h o l i c  
h i s t o r i a n s .  In t h e i r  d e f i n i t i o n  t he  t h e o l o g i a n s  d e f i n e  
U l t r a mo n t a n i sm in a broad sense.  A ccor d i ng  to  these  
a u t h o r s  U 1t ramont an i sm advocat ed  t he  p r e v e n t i o n  o f  gov­
ernment a l  i n t e r f e r e n c e  in Church a d m i n i s t r a t i o n .  In 
s p i r i t u a l  m a t t e r s  U l t r a mo n t a n i sm  f o s t e r e d  t h e  complete  
f reedom o f  t he  Church from s e c u l a r  i n t e r f e r e n c e .  In 
t emporal  m a t t e r s  U l t r a mo n t a n i sm combated l e g i s l a t i o n  which  
impeded t h e  e x e r c i s e  o f  r e l i g i o u s  a u t h o r i t y  o ver  t he  f a i t h -
f u , . 3 0
This  is  not  t he  U l t r amo n t a n i sm o f  t h e  n i n e t e e n t h  
c e n t u r y .  In t he  n i n e t e e n t h  c e n t u r y  i t  m a i n t a i n e d  the  
p r i n c i p l e  o f  t he  a b s o l u t e  supremacy o f  t h e  pope.  I t  s t r o v e  
f o r  t h e  d e f i n i t i o n  o f  papal  i n f a l l i b i l i t y ,  adopted by the  
f i r s t  V a t i c a n  Counci l  ( 1 8 6 9 - 7 0 ) .  I t  promoted t h e  m a i n t e ­
nance o f  papal  tempora l  power and a f t e r  1870 U l t r amo n t a n i  sm 
advocated  t h e  r e s t o r a t i o n  o f  t h e  papal  s t a t e s . I n  the
^ ^ P i e t r o  P a r e n t e ,  A n t on i o  P i o l a n t i ,  and S a l v a t o r e  
G a r o f a l o ,  D i c t i o n a r y  o f  Dogmatic Theology ( M i l wa uke e :  The
Bruce P u b l i s h i n g  C o . , 1 9 5 1 ) ,  2 68 - 6 9 .
^ ^ U l r i c h  B e n i g n i ,  " U 1 t r amo n t a n i sm, "  The C a t h o l i c
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f i r s t  sense K e t t e l e r  was an u l t r a m o n t a n e ,  but  not  in t h e  
second sense.
Fi na l  I n f l u e n c e s  Toward t he  P r i e s t h o o d  
W h i l e  a t t e n d i n g  t he  U n i v e r s i t y  o f  Munich K e t t e l e r  
chose Count Re i sach,  Bishop o f  E i c h s t S t t ,  as h i s  s p i r i t u a l  
a d v i s o r  and i t  was he who d i r e c t e d  t h e  young K e t t e l e r  to  
t a k e  t he  f i n a l  s tep i n t o  t h e  C a t h o l i c  p r i e s t h o o d . ^2 
K e t t e l e r  showed t he  f u l l e s t  development  in h i s  p r i e s t l y  
candidacy  in a l e t t e r  to his s i s t e r  Sophie  o f  February  6,  
1842.  Wi l h e l m  emphasized t h a t  t he  p r i e s t h o o d  was t he  best  
way to  a s s i s t  s o c i e t y  and t h a t  t he  key t o  a b e t t e r  s o c i e t y  
was t he  unde r s t an d i n g  o f  o n e ' s  f e l l o w  men.33
He was a l s o  i n f l u e n c e d  and encouraged toward t he  
p r i e s t h o o d  by t h e  s t udent  members o f  t he  Gürres d i s c u s s i on  
group.  These i nc l ud ed :  Paul  Me l c h e rs ,  who l a t e r  became
a member o f  t he  F r a n k f o r t  P a r l i a m e n t  and in 1865 A r ch ­
bishop o f  Cologne;  Adolph K o l p i n g ,  founder  o f  t h e  C a t h o l i c  
l ab o r  a s s o c i a t i o n s  o f  Germany and a c o n t r i b u t i n g  e d i t o r  
o f  t he  H i s t o r i s c h - P o l i t i s c h e  B l o t t e r  f Ur  das K a t h o l i s c h e  
Deutschland ; and the  E n g l i s h  c o n v e r t  George P h i l l i p s ,  
l a t e r  a p r o f e s s o r  o f  h i s t o r y  a t  t he  U n i v e r s i t y  o f  Munich
E n c y c l o p e d i a , XV, 125; Buchheim, Ul t ramontani smus  und 
Demokrat i  e , 12.
^ ^ T r e i t s c h k e ,  o p . c i t . ,  V I I ,  11.
33 P f U l f ,  o p . c i t . .  I ,  104,
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and an e d i t o r  o f  t he  Hi s t o r i  s c h - P o l i  t  i sche B l ë t t e r , w i t h  
whom K e t t e l e r  and Ko l p i ng  f r e q u e n t l y  c a r r i e d  on l i v e l y  
d i s c u s s i o n s  on the  s o c i a l  problems o f  t he  t i m e .  A l r e a d y  
t h e  We s t p h a l i an  Baron and j u r i s t  emphasized to h i s  s t u ­
dent  companions t h a t  a way had to  be found to  awaken t he  
C a t h o l i c  peop l e  to t he  s o c i a l  needs o f  the  t i me .
The most i mp o r ta n t  o f  K e t t e l e r ' s  s t u d e n t  companions  
was Adolph K o l p i ng ,  The economic and s o c i a l  background o f  
t he  two was e n t i r e l y  d i f f e r e n t ,  f o r  K o l p i ng  was born o f  
poor  p a r e n t s ,  Cologne was K o l p i n g ' s  hometown and,  a f t e r  
h i s  o r d i n a t i o n  to t he  C a t h o l i c  p r i e s t h o o d  in 1845,  he 
worked in the  a r ch d i o c e s e  o f  Cologne,  K o l p i ng  was espe ­
c i a l l y  i n t e r e s t e d  in t he  l o t  o f  t he  a p p r e n t i c e s  and J o u r n ey ­
men among t he  c r a f t  w or ke r s .  In o r d e r  f o r  them to  meet t he  
c h a l l e n g e  o f  t h e  new i n d u s t r i a l  economy, he o r g a n i z e d  a s ­
s o c i a t i o n s  to improve v o c a t i o n a l  i n s t r u c t i o n ,  to  make s o c i a l  
and r e c r e a t i o n a l  a c t i v i t i e s  a v a i l a b l e ,  and even t o  make 
food and l odgi ng a v a i l a b l e  f o r  t r a v e l i n g  members.  The 
p r e s i d e n t s  o f  t hese  o r g a n i z a t i o n s  were  p r i e s t s ,  but  member­
ship was open to  n o n - C a t h o 1ics  and C a t h o l i c s ,  By 1900 t he  
movement spread to a l l  p a r t s  o f  G e r m a n y , W h e n e v e r  pos­
s i b l e  K e t t e l e r  promoted these  a s s o c i a t i o n s ,  K o l p i ng  en­
couraged K e t t e l e r  to  become a p r i e s t  in o r d e r  to a s s i s t  
t h e  poor ,
^^Koppel  Pinson,  Modern Germany (New York:  The
Macmi l l an  Co , ,  1 954 ) ,  181,
2k
The "Peasant  Pas t or"
Wi lh e l m K e t t e l e r  was o r d a i n e d  t o  t he  C a t h o l i c  
p r i e s t h o o d  on S a t ur da y ,  June 1, 1844.  In h i s  f i r s t  sermon 
on t h e  f o l l o w i n g  day in t he  f a m i l y  chapel  a t  H a r k o t t e n ,  
he m a n i f e s t e d  h i s  p r i e s t l y  mot t o :  " I  am t he  good shep­
h e r d , O n  November 27,  1877,  in a l e t t e r  to h i s  
domest ic  s e r va n t s  he r e f e r r e d  to  the  a t t e m pt  which he 
made t hr oughout  h i s  p r i e s t l y  l i f e  to  f u l f i l l  t h a t  mot t o .
S h o r t l y  a f t e r  h i s  o r d i n a t i o n  K e t t e l e r  was a pp o i n t e d
an a s s i s t a n t  p a s t o r  in Beckum n e ar  MUnster .  He he l d  t h i s  
p o s i t i o n  from t he  autumn o f  1844 to  t h a t  o f  1846.  Here  
h i s  g r e a t e s t  m a t e r i a l  ach ievement  was t he  c o n s t r u c t i o n  o f  
a C a t h o l i  c hospi t a  1.
Both a t  Beckum and l a t e r  a t  Hopsten F a t her  K e t t e l e r  
was r ecogni zed  as a champion o f  t he  poor . 3& In h i s  p r i v a t e  
l e t t e r s ,  he f r e q u e n t l y  expressed h i s  concern f o r  t h e  poor  
and expressed a d e s i r e  t o  promote t he  w e l f a r e  o f  t h e  un­
f o r t u n a t e .  On June 10,  1839,  he had w r i t t e n  to  h i s  f a m i l y  
t h a t  those  who possessed s u f f i c i e n t  t h i n g s  in l i f e  wer e  i n ­
deed f o r t u n a t e ,  when one saw t h e  many who d i d  not  have
enough t h i n g s  to lead a normal  1 i f e . 3 7  |n t he  same year
he had w r i t t e n  h i s  b r o t h e r  W i l d e r i c h  t h a t  t he  o n l y  hope
^ ^ P f U l f ,  o p . c i t . ,  L, 119.
^ ^ Rbss l e r ,  o p . c i t . ,  604.
37 P f U l f ,  o p . c i t . .  I ,  4 7 .
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o f  s o c i e t y  was to  i m i t a t e  the  mercy o f  God toward t h e  un­
f o r t u n a t e .  In a n o t h e r  l e t t e r  o f  J u l y  4 ,  1840,  which he 
had w r i t t e n  to  t he  same b r o t h e r ,  he s t a t e d :  " I f  o n l y  I
had t h e  a b i l i t y  and t h e  p e r sever ance  to a s s i s t  t he  wo r ke rs ,  
f o r  t he  g r e a t  uneducated masses f r i g h t e n  me more than any ­
t h i n g  e l s e , " ^ ^
Even a f t e r  he became t h e  Bishop o f  Ma i nz ,  he con­
t i n u e d  to c a l l  h i m s e l f  t he  "peasant  pas t or "  and to d e s i r e  
a r e t u r n  to  t h a t  p o s i t i o n .  He w r o t e  to  a f r i e n d  on May 
24,  1855: "You know t h a t  I am e n t i r e l y  a peasant
p a s t o r . H i s  e n t i r e  purpose as a p r i e s t  and as a bishop  
was to be " t h e  p e o p l e s '  se r va n t  through the  w i l l  o f  Jesus 
C h r i s t - - t h e  s e r v a n t  o f  t he  poo r es t  as w e l l  as t he  
w e a l t h ! e s t . " ^ ^
In t h e  autumn o f  1846 he became a d m i n i s t r a t o r  and 
a yea r  l a t e r  p a s t o r  o f  t h e  r u r a l  p a r i s h  o f  Hopsten in the  
d i o c es e  o f  MUnster .  K e t t e l e r  l i v e d  and worked w i t h  t he  
peasant s  and was renowned f o r  h i s  personal  e f f o r t s  among 
h i s  p a r i s h i o n e r s  d u r i ng  the  famine o f  1847 as w e l l  as the  
t y p h o i d  ep i demi c  which f o l l o w e d .  His  peasant  p a r i s h i o n e r s  
c o n s i d e r e d  K e t t e l e r  s t r ong  in body,  mind,  and s p i r i t .
3B| b i d . , 51.
3 9 | b i d . , 77.
4 0 | b i d . , 138.
I b i d . , 143.
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Throughout  h i s  p a s t o r a l  c a r e e r  t h e  c h i l d r e n  o f  t h e  poor  
concerned K e t t e l e r .  Th i s  i n c l u d e d  not  o n l y  t h e i r  educa­
t i o n  but  a l s o  t h e i r  e nv i ronment a l  condi  t  i o n s K e t t e l e r ' s  
f a r e w e l l  sermon in May,  1848,  b e f o r e  h i s  d e p a r t u r e  f o r  t he  
sess ions  o f  t h e  F r a n k f o r t  P a r l i a m e n t ,  to  which he was 
e l e c t e d ,  best  express  h i s  compl e t e  o b j e c t i v e  as a p a s t o r :
"My v o c a t i o n  is  in t h e  Church and in t h e  c o t t a g e s  o f  t he  
poor  and t h e  s i c k - - t o  work  f o r  t h e  w e l f a r e  o f  m a n k i n d . "^3
The F r a n k f o r t  P a r l i a m e n t
D e s p i t e  h i s  f e e l i n g  about  h i s  v o c a t i o n  he accepted  
a mandate as a r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  to  F r a n k f o r t .  Th i s  accept ance  
o n l y  came a f t e r  h i s  c on f e s s or  i n s i s t e d  t h a t  i t  was a duty  
t o  accept  and t h a t  i t  was f o r  " t h e  w e l f a r e  o f  mankind."  The 
d i s t r i c t  o f  Teck l enbur g  and Wa r e ndor f  e l e c t e d  him t o  r e p r e ­
sent  them a t  t he  F r a n k f o r t  P a r l i a m e n t .  He a r r i v e d  in Frank ­
f o r t  on May 20,  1848.
The p r i e s t - d e l e g a t e  stood f o r  the  freedoms o f  r e ­
l i g i o n ,  speech,  p r e s s ,  and assembly.  K e t t e l e r  d e s i r e d  a 
c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  monarchy which would p r o t e c t  t he  r i g h t s  and 
f reedom o f  t he  i n d i v i d u a l  and s a f eguar d  t he  f reedom o f  t he  
Church from s t a t e  i n t e r f e r e n c e .  The more K e t t e l e r  d i s ­
t r u s t e d  German L i b e r a l i s m ,  t he  more he moved from a p o s i ­
t i o n  o f  t h e  l e f t  to  t h a t  o f  t h e  r i g h t . H e  opposed q u i c k
4 2 | b i d . . 127-31 .
43 I b i d . ,  134.
^^Rbss ler ,  op. c i t . ,  605.
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and ext reme changes in e i t h e r  d i r e c t i o n ,  v i o l e n c e  o f  any  
t y p e ,  a r e p u b l i c a n  form o f  government ,  and t h e  s e c u l a r i z a ­
t i o n  o f  s choo ls .  When he was conv i nced  t h a t  t he  L i b e r a l s  
in t he  F r a n k f o r t  P a r l i a m e n t  w er e  a po w e r - s e e k i ng  group and 
when he was c e r t a i n  o f  t h e  s e c u l a r  s p i r i t  o f  German L i b e r a l  
ism, K e t t e l e r  opposed i t  vehement  1y .^^  H i s  o p p o s i t i o n  t o  
t h e  s e c u l a r i z a t i o n  shows t h i s ,  f o r  i t  prompted t h e  o n l y  
speech which K e t t e l e r  d e l i v e r e d  in t he  p a r l i a m e n t a r y  s e s ­
s i o n s .  Th i s  o p p o s i t i o n  t o  L i b e r a l i s m ,  begun in l a t e  1848,  
reached i t s  c l i m a x  in t h e  l a t e  1 8 6 0 ' s ,  when he w r o t e  h i s  
pamphl et .  L i b e r a l i s m u s ,  So c i a l !s mu s  und C h r i s t e n t u m . The 
immediate  cause f o r  t h i s  pamphlet  was t he  r a p i d  growth o f  
S o c i a l i s m ,  which K e t t e l e r  b e l i e v e d  was t h e  l o g i c a l  " c h i l d "  
o f  Li b e r a l i  sm.
In September ,  1848,  t h e  M a i n z er  Journa l  w r o t e  o f  
him: " K e t t e l e r ,  t h e  promoter  o f  f reedom,  i s  d e ep l y  con­
cerned about  i t . " ^ ^  Wi t h  ent hus i asm K e t t e l e r  welcomed the  
f o r m a t i o n  o f  t he  " C a t h o l i c  C l u b , "  an o r g a n i z a t i o n  o f  
C a t h o l i c  d e p u t i e s ,  and threw h i m s e l f  i n t o  t h e  work  o f  t he  
group to  i n s u r e  f reedom,  to  p r o t e c t  t h e  i n t e r e s t s  o f  t he  
Church and to  f i n d  a s o l u t i o n  to t h e  "school  problem" ( t h e  
s e c u l a r i z a t i o n  o f  a l l  German s c h o o l s ) .  Even a t  t h i s  t i me  
he a dvoc a t e d ,  as a p o s s i b i l i t y ,  t h e  f o r m a t i o n  o f  a C a t h o l i c
I b i  d .
^^M a i nz e r  J o u r n a l . No. 89 (September  19, 1 8 4 8 ) ,  2.
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p o l i t i c a l  p a r t y .  However,  because K e t t e l e r  was r e l a t i v e l y  
young and because he was m e r e l y  t h e  p a s t o r  o f  a r u r a l  
p a r i s h ,  Hopsten,  he made no a t t e m p t  to be f o rward  o r  o u t ­
spoken.  From the  d i s c u s s i on s  o f  t he  C a t h o l i c  group and 
t he  sess ions  o f  t he  F r a n k f o r t  P a r l i a m e n t  K e t t e l e r  kept  
voluminous n o t e s ,  e s p e c i a l l y  c on c e r n i n g  t he  p o s i t i o n  o f  
t he  C a t h o l i c  Church in Germany.  L a t e r  he u t i l i z e d  many 
o f  t hese  notes  on the  Church in t h e  p r e p a r a t i o n  o f  h i s  
book,  F r e i h e i t ,  A u t h o r i t ë t  und K i r c h e . ^ 7  |n t h e  d i s c u s -  
cuss ions  o f  t h e  " C a t h o l i c  Club" K e t t e l e r  d i s t i n g u i s h e d  
h i m s e l f  by h i s  broad and d i s c e r n i n g  knowledge o f  t h e  s o c i a l  
problems and movements o f  t h e  t i m e .  Among German C a t h o l i c s  
he o b t a i n e d  r e c o g n i t i o n  f o r  h i s  speech a g a i n s t  t he  secu­
l a r i z a t i o n  o f  German schools .
In t h e  f u n e r a l  sermon,  d e l i v e r e d  on September  21,  
1848,  a t  t h e  exequi es  o f  General  Aue r wa l d ,  a P r o t e s t a n t ,  
and P r i n c e  Lichnowsky,  a C a t h o l i c ,  both v i c t i m s  o f  a r i o t ,  
K e t t e l e r  ga ined n a t i o n a l  fame f o r  h i s  e x o n e r a t i o n  o f  t he  
German pe o p l e  f rom r e s p o n s i b i l i t y . ^ ®  Th i s  is t he  f i r s t  
recorded i n s t a n c e  o f  h i s  German n a t i o n a l i s m .
Al though K e t t e l e r  d i d  not  p l a y  a ma jor  r o l e  in t he  
F r a n k f o r t  P a r l i a m e n t ,  i t  a s s i s t e d  in t h e  development  o f
4 7 p f U l f ,  op.  c i t . , I , 156.  
48 Kar l  Bachem, V o r q e s c h i c h t e ,  Ges c h i ch t e  und 
P o l i t i k  de r  deutschen Z e n t r u m s pa r t e i  (9  v o l s . ;  Küln:
J u l i u s  Bachem V e r l a g ,  1 9 2 7 - 3 2 ) ,  I I I ,  60.
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his  h a t r e d  o f  German L i b e r a l i s m  and h i s  ideas concern i ng  
f reedom and r e l i g i o n  and t h e i r  r e l a t i o n s h i p .  Among h i s  
persona l  papers and notes on t h e  F r a n k f o r t  P a r l i a m e n t  t he  
d r a f t  o f  a speech was found which proposed t he  a b r og a t i o n  
o f  n ob l e  t i t l e s .  At  t he  f i r s t  Congress o f  German C a t h o l i c  
A s s o c i a t i o n s ,  he l d  a t  Mainz in Oct ober ,  1848,  he was 
n a t i o n a l l y  recogn i zed  as one o f  the  p r i n c i p a l  speakers .
He d e c l a r e d  t h a t  as r e l i g i o n  needed f reedom,  so freedom 
needed r e l i g i o n . ^ 9  Dur ing Advent  o f  1848 t he  Bishop o f  
Mainz i n v i t e d  K e t t e l e r  to  preach a s e r i e s  o f  sermons on 
t he  s o c i a l  q u e s t i o n .  These s i x  sermons l a t e r  were  to  be ­
come famous and were  p u b l i sh e d  w i t h  t he  t i t l e :  Die  grossen
s o z i a l e n  Fraqen der  Gegenwar t . Fur thermore ,  these  sermons 
were t he  i n i t i a l  steps towards K e t t e l e r ' s  C a t h o l i c  l e a d e r ­
ship in Germany.
Bi shop o f  Mainz
In Oct ober ,  1849,  Fa ther  W i lh e l m K e t t e l e r  became 
r e c t o r  o f  S t .  Hedwig's  C a t h o l i c  Church in B e r l i n  through  
t he  s p e c i a l  request  o f  F r e d e r i c k  W i l l i a m  IV,  The p a t r i o t i c  
sermon o f  September 21,  1848,  brought  t h i s  r e c o g n i t i o n  from 
F r e d e r i c k  W i l l i a m  I V . K e t t e l e r  r e o r gan i ze d  St .  Hedwig's  
H o s p i t a l  and f o r  t he  f i r s t  t i me  s i n ce  t he  Reformat ion  led  
a Corpus C h r i s t i  process i on through t he  s t r e e t s  o f
^ ^ P f U l f ,  op.  c i t . .  I ,  163.
50 R b s s l e r ,  op.  c i t . ,  605 .
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B e r l i n . Hi s t e n u r e  a t  S t .  Hedwi g ' s  was o f  s h o r t  d u r a ­
t i o n ,  f o r  on March 15, 1850,  Pope Pius IX a pp o i n t e d  W i l he l m  
von K e t t e l e r  Bishop o f  Ma i nz .  The immediate  cause o f  h i s  
e l e v a t i o n  to the  ep i scopacy  was Josephin ism.
The t h e o r y  o f  a s t a t e - d o m i n a t e d  church in t he  
Germanies was u n i qu e ,  because i t  i n vo l v e d  t h e  s m a l l e s t  
d e t a i l  in r e g u l a t i n g  r e l i g i o u s  a c t i v i t i e s .  In P ru ss i a  
t h e  government  r e g u l a t e d  a l l  t h e  a c t i v i t i e s  o f  t he  
E v a n g e l i c a l  Church to t h e  m i n u t e s t  d e t a i l .  A f t e r  t he  
s e c u l a r i z a t i o n  o f  Church p r o p e r t y  in 1782,  t h e  Emperor  
o f  A u s t r i a ,  Joseph I I ,  d i d  t h e  same t h i n g  w i t h  t he  
C a t h o l i c  Church t h e r e  to  such an e x t e n t  t h a t  t he  c l e r g y  
c a l l e d  him,  " B r o t h e r  S a c r i s t a n . " ^ ^  Between 1790 and 1870,  
f rom t i me  t o  t i me  C a t h o l i c  r u l e r s  o f  German p r i n c i p a l i t i e s  
a t t e mp t e d  to  p r a c t i c e  t h i s  p r o c ed u r e ,  which became known 
as Josephin ism.  Dur i ng  t h i s  p e r i o d  t h e r e  were  a l s o  a few 
t h e o l o g i a n s  who a t t e mp t e d  t o  t each t h i s  to  s em i n a r i a n s .
The f i r s t  nominee o f  t h e  Mainz  C a t h e d r a l  Chapter  
f o r  t h e  ep i scopa l  t h r o n e  was P r o f e s s o r  Leopold Schmid,  an 
advoca t e  o f  Josephin ism.  Pope Pius IX r e j e c t e d  t h i s  nomina­
t i o n .  Since t h e r e  were  s ev e r a l  advoca t es  o f  Josephin ism  
in t h e  Ca t hedra l  Chapt e r  and s i n c e  papal  r e j e c t i o n  o f  a 
nominee was not  t h e  p r a c t i c e ,  t he  canons o f  t h e  Chapter
S I p f U l f ,  op.  c i t . , I ,  196 -99 .
^^Bachem, op.  c i t . .  I ,  4 1 - 4 4 .
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opposed a n o t h e r  n o m i n a t i o n .  A f t e r  coaxes and t h r e a t s  t he  
Ca t h e dr a l  Chapter  o f  Mainz  nominated t h r e e  c a n d i d a t e s ,  
among them W i l he l m  K e t t e l e r .  The Hesse government  ap ­
proved the  appoi ntment  by Pius IX and K e t t e l e r ' s  c o n s e c r a ­
t i o n  and i n s t a l l a t i o n  as Bishop o f  Ma inz  t ook  p l a c e  on 
J u l y  25,  1850.
I mmedi a t e l y  a f t e r  hi-s i n s t a l l a t i o n  Bishop K e t t e l e r  
a t t a c k e d  Josephin ism.  He reopened t h e  t h e o l o g i c a l  seminary  
o f  Ma i nz  in 1851.  Ther eby ,  K e t t e l e r  f r e e d  h i s  f u t u r e  
p r i e s t s  from t he  i n f l u e n c e  o f  t h e o l o g i c a l  f a c u l t y  o f  t he  
U n i v e r s i t y  o f  Gni essen,  where t he  Hesse government  r e ­
q u i r e d  C a t h o l i c  semi na r i ans  to  a t t e n d .  The Bishop a l s o  
f i l l e d  vacant  p a s t o r a t e s  w i t h o u t  t h e  a p pr ova l  o f  t he  
Hesse government ,  which was r e q u i r e d  by Hessian law.
K e t t e l e r  d e s i r e d  t o  f o r c e  t h e  Hesse government  e i t h e r  to  
n e g o t i a t e  new terms or  to p r os ec u t e  him.  E v e n t u a l l y  
Bishop K e t t e l e r  sought  n e g o t i a t i o n s  and F r e i h e r r  Re i nard  
von Da l wi gk  zu L i c h t e n f e l s  compl ied .
The p r i n c i p l e  which guided t he  B i s h o p ' s  n e g o t i a ­
t i o n s  was:  Give  to  Caesar  t he  t h i n g s  t h a t  a r e  C a e sa r ' s
and t o  God t he  t h i n g s  t h a t  a r e  G o d ' s . 53 The two p r i n c i p a l s  
agreed  on t h e i r  r e s p e c t i v e  j u r i s d i c t i o n s  c once r n i ng  schoo l s ,  
t he  semi nar y ,  p a s t o r a l  a pp o i n t me n t s ,  and m a r r i a g e .
Th i s  agreement ,  t he  Dar mst ëd t er  Convent ion o f  1854,
53 R b s s l e r ,  op.  c i t . ,  60 5 .
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was not  approved by t h e  papacy,  s i n c e  Pope Pius IX had 
o r d e r e d  t h a t  a l l  o f  t h e  bishops o f  t h e  upper  Rhine deal  
w i t h  Josephi n i sm in unison in t he  s m a l l e r  Rhine  p r i n c i ­
p a l i t i e s . ^ ^  A f t e r  a v i s i t  to  Rome by Bishop K e t t e l e r ,  he 
and Baron Da l wi gk  n e g o t i a t e d  a n o t h e r  agreement  in 1856 
which i n c o r p o r a t e d  t he  Canon Law on m a r r i a g e  i n t o  the  
Hessian l eg a l  code.  Th i s  was a l s o  sent  to  Rome f o r  ap ­
pr ov a l  and was ne ve r  r e t u r n e d .  U n t i l  1070 Hesse ma i n ­
t a i n e d  r e l i g i o u s  peace t hrough t h e  harmonious r e l a t i o n s h i p  
between Bishop K e t t e l e r  and Baron D a l wi gk .
The success o f  K e t t e l e r  in Hesse c on ce r n i ng  Church-  
s t a t e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  led to  an i n v i t a t i o n  f rom Archbishop  
Hermann V i c a r i  o f  F r e i b u r g  im Bre i sgau  t o  a s s i s t  in t he  
s o l u t i o n  o f  t h e  d i f f i c u l t i e s  between t he  A r c h d i o c e s e  o f  
F r e i b u r g  and t h e  Baden government .  S i nce  t h e  Dar mst ëd t er  
Convent i ons  o f  1854 and 1856 became p o p u l a r  among German 
C a t h o l i c s ,  Franz K i rc h h e i m r equest ed  Bishop K e t t e l e r  to  
w r i t e  h i s  f i r s t  book,  F r e i h e i t ,  A u t h o r i t ë t  und K i r c h e , 
p u b l i s h e d  in A p r i l ,  1862,  c on ce r n i ng  C h u r c h - s t a t e  r e l a -  
t i o n s h i  p.
Ear l  y Work in Mainz
C h u r c h - s t a t e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  was not  t h e  o n l y  problem  
which faced K e t t e l e r  as t h e  new Bishop o f  Ma inz  in 1050.  
C a t h o l i c i s m  in t h i s  a n c i e n t  d i oc es e  was a t  a low ebb.
^ ^ L ü w e n s t e i n , op.  c i t . ,  3 1 3 .
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Many churches were  p r a c t i c a l l y  empty f o r  d i v i n e  s e r v i c e s .  
Archbishop Ge i ss e l  o f  Cologne summarized t h i s  e c c l e s i a s t i ­
ca l  c o n d i t i o n  in Mainz  in a l e t t e r  to  h i s  a u x i l i a r y  Bishop  
Baudri  a t  t he  t ime o f  K e t t e l e r ' s  i n s t a l l a t i o n :  "The poor ,
new Bishop o f  Mainz has i n h e r i t e d  a d i f f i c u l t  t a s k .  . . . 
The v e n e r a b l e  d i ocese  has d i s i n t e g r a t e d  and God he l p  t h e  
new shepherd r e v i v e  i t . " ^ 5
Wi t h  h i s  usual  energy  K e t t e l e r  a t t a c k e d  t h e  e c ­
c l e s i a s t i c a l  problems.  He v i s i t e d  and preached in e ve r y  
p a r i s h  in h i s  d i oc es e .  Through h i s  i n s t i t u t i o n  o f  d iocesan  
conf e r ences  and study c l u bs  t he  C a t h o l i c  laymen o f  h i s  
d i oc es e  were  i nv o l v e d  in an a d u l t  e d u c a t i o n a l  program con­
c e r n i n g  s o c i a l ,  p o l i t i c a l ,  and r e l i g i o u s  q u e s t i o n s .
K e t t e l e r  a t t empt ed  in e ve r y  p o s s i b l e  manner through  
sermons,  p a s t o r a l  l e t t e r s ,  the  C a t h o l i c  p r es s ,  and p u b l i c a ­
t i o n s  to  e x e m p l i f y  and f o s t e r  C a t h o l i c  a c t i o n  to h i s  f l o c k .  
By 1853 h i s  e f f o r t s  were  so success f u l  t h a t  t he  d i oc es e  
o f  Mainz  was p o i n t e d  out  as t h e  example o f  an i de a l  German 
C a t h o l i c  d i oc es e .  An a r t i c l e  o f  p r a i s e  and o f  a n a l y s i s  
in t h e  Hi s t o r i  s c h - Po l i  t  i sche B l ë t t e r  in J u l y ,  1853,  con­
c l u ded:  "The Bishop o f  Mainz  leads t he  way,  l e t  us f o l l o w
h i m . "56
In t hese  e a r l y  years  o f  h i s  ep i scopacy  K e t t e l e r  
S^Rüth,  o p . c i t . ,  123.
^ ^ H i s t o r i s c h - P o l i t i s c h e  B l ë t t e r ,  XXXI I  ( J u l y ,
1 8 5 3 ) ,  844:9^1
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r e c e i v e d  f i r s t h a n d  e x p e r i e n c e  w i t h  the  p r a c t i c a l  problems  
o f  t h e  C a t h o l i c  i n d u s t r i a l  wor ke r s  and t h e  poor .  K e t t e l e r  
came in c o n t a c t  w i t h  them through t h e  v i s i t a t i o n s  o f  each 
p a r i s h  in h i s  d i ocese  and a l s o  through h i s  v i s i t s  to many 
f a c t o r i e s  in t h e  Mainz a r e a .  He a l s o  came in c o n t a c t  w i t h  
t h e  common pe op l e  through t h e  s t udy  c l u bs  and l ay  a s s o c i a ­
t i o n s  which he e s t a b l i s h e d  in h i s  d i o c es e .  Through these  
Bishop K e t t e l e r  l ea r ned  not  o n l y  c once r n i ng  t h e  wor k i ng  
c o n d i t i o n s  in f a c t o r i e s ,  but  a l s o  c once r n i ng  t h e  ideas  
which t h e  wor ke r  and t h e  poor  man had about  h i s  own p r ob ­
lems.  The Bishop h i m s e l f  r eco g n i ze d  t h e i r  v a l u e  in t he  
development  o f  h i s  c o n c e p t s . 57
in a d d i t i o n  to  t hese  a c t i v i t i e s  Bishop K e t t e l e r  
began p r a c t i c a l  and s p e c i f i c  work  w i t h  t h e  poor  and t he  
l a b o r i n g  c l a s s e s .  In 1856 he e s t a b l i s h e d  a C a t h o l i c  
school  f o r  g i r l s  o f  t he  w o r k i n g c l a s s  and in 1864,  one f o r  
boys.  These two schools  were  v o c a t i o n a l  ones,  where  the  
s t u d e n t s  were t aught  home economics,  h a n d i c r a f t s ,  weav i ng ,  
c a r p e n t r y ,  shoemaking,  e t c .  From h i s  pe r sona l  funds  
K e t t e l e r  founded a s c h o l a r s h i p  f o r  t he  e du c a t i on  o f  a 
young man from t he  w o r k i n g c l a s s  o f  Ma i nz .  Dur ing  t he  same 
p e r i o d  t he  Bishop b u i l t  an orphans home and a d^y n u r s e r y  
f o r  t he  c h i l d r e n  o f  t he  w o r ke r s .  In December,  1855,  
K e t t e l e r  opened a h o s p i t a l  f o r  t h e  poor  and founded a
57 P f U l f ,  op.  c i t . , I , 1 8 7 - 9 5 .
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C a t h o l i c  l a y  group which v i s i t e d  t h e  poor  and cared  f o r
t he  s i c k  among t he  w or ke r s ,  "Where t h e r e  was need,  he
wi shed to  he l p  as a good shepherd o f  h i s  f l o c k . " ^ 8
Si nce  K e t t e l e r  advocated  workingmen a s s o c i a t i o n s ,  
he i n v i t e d  Fa t her  K o l p i ng  t o  Mainz  in 1851 to  e s t a b l i s h  
C a t h o l i c  a s s o c i a t i o n s  among t h e  c ra f tsme n  in h i s  diocese.
The Bishop not  o n l y  encouraged C a t h o l i c  wor ker s  to  j o i n  
t h e s e ,  but  h i m s e l f  p a r t i c i p a t e d  in t h e i r  me e t ings .  Thus,  
C a t h o l i c  Workingmen A s s o c i a t i o n s  were  founded in Ma i nz ,  
Da r mst ad t ,  Bensheim,  Bi ngen,  and Of f enbach .  Bishop K e t ­
t e l e r  v i s i t e d  each group r e g u l a r l y . 59 A l l  o f  t h e s e  a c ­
t i v i t i e s  show t h e  i n t e r e s t  which K e t t e l e r  had f o r  t he
w e l f a r e  o f  t h e  workingman in h i s  d i o c es e .
S i nce  i n d u s t r i a l i z a t i o n  expanded r a p i d l y  in t he  
Rhine V a l l e y  and s i n c e  S o c i a l i s m  a l s o  deve loped a t  a 
s i m i l a r  pace ,  t h e  Bishop o f  Ma inz  f e l t  t h a t  i t  was h i s  
d u t y  to s tudy  i n d u s t r i a l i z a t i o n .  S o c i a l i s m ,  and t h e  p r o b ­
lems o f  t h e  w o r k i n g c l a s s e s . He read and s t u d i e d  w i d e l y  
on a l l  o f  t h e s e .  K e t t e l e r ' s  l i b r a r y  c o n t a i n e d  a l l  o f  t he  
l a t e s t  p u b l i c a t i o n s  c o n ce r n i ng  t he  s o c i a l  and p o l i t i c a l  
q u e s t i o n s ,  in a d d i t i o n  t o  t he s e  he read t he  S o z i a l -  
Demok r a t . Deutscher  V o l k s s t a a t . Der F r a n k f u r t e r , A l 1gemeine 
Zei t u n q , Deutsche L a n d w i r t s c h a f t 1 i che  Z e i t u n g , and many
^^Johannes Mu n d wi le r ,  K e t t e l e r  (MUnchen; H a u p s t e l l e  
k a t h o l i s c h - s o z i a l e r  V e r e i n e ,  1 92 7 ) ,  70.
5 9 p f U l f ,  op.  c i t . . I ,  270 f f .
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o t h e r  newspapers and p e r i o d i c a l s ,  i n c l u d i n g  the  C a t h o l i c  
ones o f  Germany.
K e t t e l e r  accumula ted  s t a t i s t i c s  on wor k i ng  c o n d i ­
t i o n s ,  wages,  s t a ndar d  o f  l i v i n g ,  and t he  cost  o f  l i v i n g  
o f  t h e  l a b o r i n g  c l a s s e s  o f  France ,  England,  and Germany.
He compared t he s e  w i t h  one a n o t h e r .  The more he came in 
c o n t a c t  w i t h  t h e  w o r k i n g c l a s s  and t h e  more he s t u d i e d  
t h e i r  c o n d i t i o n s  and t he  v a r i o u s ,  proposed s o l u t i o n s  to  
t h e i r  probl ems,  t h e  more p r a c t i c a l  and mature  K e t t e l e r  
became in h i s  own system and t h e  more he moved toward the  
concept  t h a t  t h e  s t a t e  u t i l i z e  l e g a l  means t o  f o s t e r  t h e i r  
we 1 f a r e .
In 1848 he b e l i e v e d  t h a t  s o c i a l  re form was i n i t i a t e d  
by t h e  i n t e r i o r  r e g e n e r a t i o n  o f  each i n d i v i d u a l  s o u l .  As 
he s t u d i e d  t h e  economic i m p l i c a t i o n s  o f  t h e  problem,  K e t ­
t e l e r  added p r a c t i c a l i t y  t o  t h i s  f i r s t  p r i n c i p l e .  When 
t h e  L i b e r a l  Schu1z e - D e l i t z s c h  and t h e  S o c i a l i s t  Ferdinand  
Lassai  l e  made f o r c e f u l  a ppea l s  t o  t h e  German workingman,  
t h e  Bishop s t u d i e d  t h e i r  d o c t r i n e  and even w r o t e  a l e t t e r  
o f  encouragement  t o  Lassai  l e .
Hermann S c h u l z e - D e l i t z s c h  was a German L i b e r a l  o f  
t h e  l e f t  who i n i t i a t e d  t h e  movement f o r  w o r ke r s '  c o - o p e r a ­
t i v e s  w i t h o u t  s t a t e  a s s i s t a n c e .  P o l i t i c a l  a c t i v i t y  was 
taboo in t he s e  o r g a n i z a t i o n s .  In 1862 d e l e g a t i o n s  o f
6 0 | b i d . , 1 1 1 ,  2 8 9 - 9 2 .
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wor ker s  sought  the  endorsement  o f  S c h u I z e - D e l i t z s c h  and 
o t h e r  L i b e r a l  Pruss ian  l eader s  o f  t he  P r o g r e s s i v e  P a r t y  
f o r  u n i v e r s a l  s u f f r a g e .  The d e n i a l  o f  t h i s  p e t i t i o n  gave  
Lassai  l e  h i s  o p p o r t u n i t y .  Lassai  l e  accepted  the  c a l l  o f  
t h e  wor ker s  on March 1, 1863,  and i n i t i a t e d  t he  Soc i a l  
Democra t i c  P a r t y  o f  Germany.  B a s i c a l l y  Lassai  l e  b e l i e v e d  
in S o c i a l i s m  w i t h  s t a t e  a i d  f o r  c o - o p e r a t i v e s  and t he  
r i g h t  o f  t h e  w o r k i n g c l a s s  f o r  s u f f r a g e  and p o l i t i c a l  a c ­
t i o n .
A speech o f  Lassai  l e  in Mainz  was t he  immediate
cause f o r  t h e  p u b l i c a t i o n  o f  K e t t e l e r ' s  book,  D i e  A r b e i t e r -
f r a q e  und das C h r i s t e n t u m . The Bishop wished to  i n f o r m
t h e  C a t h o l i c  workingmen o f  Mainz what  p o s i t i o n  he he l d
c once r n i ng  t h e i r  problems and concern i ng  L a s s a i l e ' s  i deas .
K e t t e l e r  adopted L a s s a i l e ' s  c r i t i c i s m  o f  t he  modern t r e a t -
A 9ment o f  l a b o r  as a c h a t t e l . H e  accept ed  t he  f o l l o w i n g  
p o i n t s  o f  L a s s a i l e ' s  program:  ( 1 )  producer  c o - o p e r a t i v e s
but  w i t h o u t  s t a t e  a s s i s t a n c e ,  f o r  Bishop K e t t e l e r  f e a r e d  
s t a t e  a b s o l u t i s m  v i a  i n t e r f e r e n c e ; ^ ^  ( 2 )  t h a t  t he  w o r ke r  
should u t i l i z e  p o l i t i c a l  a c t i o n  to o b t a i n  h i s  r i g h t s  and 
o b j e c t i v e s ;  and ( 3 )  t h a t  u n i v e r s a l  s u f f r a g e  should be 
g r a n t e d  in o r d e r  t h a t  t he  w o r k i n g c l a s s  might  use i t s
Pinson,  op.  c i t . ,  196 -200 .
A  9
Lüwens t e i n , Deutsche G e s c h i c h t e . 313.
6 3 p f U l f ,  op.  c i t . ,  I I ,  183-201 .
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p o l i t i c a l  p o w e r . T h e  a dopt i on  o f  t h e s e  ideas from 
Lassai  l e  led many newspapers o f  t he  r i g h t  [ e s p e c i a l l y  the  
Hess i sche  L a n d e s z e i t u n q ] and r i g h t i s t  groups to  accuse  
Bishop K e t t e l e r  o f  S o c i a l i s m ,  w h i l e  t h e  Soz i a  1- D e m o k r a t , 
t h e  S o c i a l i s t  o r gan ,  p r a i s e d  him.  Bishop K e t t e l e r  in h i s  
b o o k l e t .  L i be r a  11smus, Soci a 1i smus und C h r i s t e n t u m . answered  
t h e s e  a cc u s a t io n s  from t he  r i g h t ,  e s p e c i a l l y  from t he  
N a t i o n a l  L i b e r a l  P a r t y .
In 1864 K e t t e l e r  s t i l l  counted h e a v i l y  upon t he  
i n i t i a t i v e  o f  C h r i s t i a n  c h a r i t y  f o r  t he  o r g a n i z a t i o n  o f  
pr oducer  c o - o p e r a t i v e s ,  which he thought  would r e s t o r e  
s o c i a l  j u s t i ce w i t h o u t  s t a t e  i n t e r v e n t i o n .  By 1869 he 
adhered t o  t h e  idea t h a t  p u b l i c  a u t h o r i t y  was necessar y  
t o  r e s t o r e  s o c i a l  j u s t i c e .
The reasons f o r  t h i s  change wer e  t he  i n f l u e n c e  
whi ch S o c i a l i s m  possessed o ver  t h e  German wor ker s  and t he  
r a p i d  i n d u s t r i a l  advancements o f  G e r m a n y . The p o s s i b l e  
i n f l u e n c e  o f  Kar l  M a r x ' s  Das Kap i t a  1 upon t he  German 
wo r ke r  and upon German S o c i a l i s m  a la r med K e t t e l e r .  For  
t h i s  reason he p r ese n t e d  a long r e p o r t  to  t h e  Fulda Con­
f e r e n c e  o f  German Bishops in t he  autumn o f  1869 w i t h  t h e  
suggest i on  t h a t  t h e  enforcement  o f  s o c i a l  j u s t i c e  was a 
d u t y  o f  p u b l i c  a u t h o r i t y .  Th i s  r e p o r t  became t he  s o c i a l
^ ^ Rb s s l e r ,  op.  c i t . ,  610.
65 I b i d . , 6 0 9 ;  W i n d e l l ,  op .  c i t . ,  2 4 - 2 5 .
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l e g i s l a t i v e  program o f  t he  f u t u r e  C e n t e r  P a r t y . U n t i l  
h i s  deat h  K e t t e l e r  s t r o v e  f o r  s o c i a l  j u s t i c e  and f o s t e r e d  
concepts  by encourag i ng  C a t h o l i c s  to  p o l i t i c a l  a c t i o n .
Th i s  encouragement  o f  C a t h o l i c  a c t i o n  K e t t e l e r  
had a l r e a d y  begun in 1866 and became a n o t h e r  step toward  
C a t h o l i c  l e a d e r s h i p .  When A u s t r i a ' s  d e f e a t  a t  Sadowa in 
1866 f i l l e d  German C a t h o l i c s  w i t h  c o n s t e r n a t i o n ,  K e t t e l e r  
a t t e mp t e d  to  r e v i v e  t h e i r  s p i r i t s  in h i s  pa mphl e t ,  De u t s c h ­
land nach dem K r i e g e  von 1866 . A l t hough K e t t e l e r  had 
p rayed  f o r  A u s t r i a n  success,  he now was " r e c o n c i l e d  to  t h e  
w i l l  o f  God."^^ In t h i s  b o o k l e t  K e t t e l e r  p r e se n t e d  two 
b a s i c  themes.  On t he  one hand,  he a dv i s e d  German C a t h o l i c s  
t o  compromise w i t h  t h e  f u t u r e  changes;  on t h e  o t h e r  hand,  
he besought  t h e  Pruss i an  government  no t  t o  be t h e  i n s t r u ­
ment o f  P r o t e s t a n t i s m .  W i th  t h i s  b o o k l e t  Bishop K e t t e l e r  
accept ed  t h e  l e a d e r s h i p  o f  P r u s s i a  in German a f f a i r s  be ­
cause i t  was a r e a l i t y . ^8
F u r t h e r  E c c l e s i a s t i c a l  A f f a i r s
Besides h i s  a c t i v i t i e s  on t he  p o l i t i c a l  and s o c i a l  
scene and a l t h o u g h  not  a t h e o l o g i a n ,  K e t t e l e r  was i n v o l v e d  
in t h e  v a r i o u s  d o c t r i n a l  c o n t r o v e r s i e s  o f  h i s  e r a .  The
^ ^ W i n d e l l ,  op.  c i t . .  2 7 8 - 7 9 .
^^A l e t t e r  to  h i s  s i s t e r  Sophie  as quoted in 
W i n d e l l ,  op.  c i t . ,  5 - 6 .
6 8 | b i d . , 27.
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t h e o l o g i c a l  seminary,  which the  Bishop e s t a b l i s h e d  a t  
Mainz  and whose p r i n c i p a l  r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s  were Chr i s t oph  
Moufang^^ and Johann H e i n r i c h ,  was r ecogni zed  f o r  i t s  ad­
herence to the  s c h o l a s t i c i s m  o f  S t ,  Thomas Aquinas and 
f o r  i t s  h o s t i l i t y  t o  t he  ant i -Roman t en d e n c i es  o f  
Febronianism and t he  p r o - s t a t e  t e n d e n c i es  o f  Josephinism.  
K e t t e l e r  urged o t h e r  German bishops to  e s t a b l i s h  t h e i r  own 
t h e o l o g i c a l  f a c u l t i e s ,  i ndependent  o f  t h e  German s e c u l a r  
u n i v e r s i t i e s .  But t he  major  t h e o l o g i c a l  c o n t r o v e r s y  o f  
Bishop K e t t e l e r ' s  l i f e t i m e  was papal  i n f a l l i b i l i t y .
S h o r t l y  a f t e r  the  A u s t r o - P r u s s i a n  War o f  1866,
Pope Pius IX decided to summon a c o u n c i l  to  d e f i n e  papal  
i n f a l l i b i l i t y .  On the  eve o f  t h e  F i r s t  V a t i c a n  Counci l  
Bishop K e t t e l e r  opposed t h e  dogmat ic  d e f i n i t i o n  o f  papal  
i n f a l l i b i l i t y :  " I n  our  t imes i t  is i noppor t une  to  i n c r e a s e
t h e  number o f  dogmas," he w r o t e  t o  Bishop Dupanloup,  l ea d e r  
o f  t he  o p p o s i t i o n , 70 K e t t e l e r  f e a r e d  t h a t  a d e c l a r a t i o n  
o f  papal  i n f a l l i b i l i t y  would r e s u l t  in r e l i g i o u s  a b s o l u t i s m  
and c e n t r a l i s m .  Wi th  t h i s  in mind,  K e t t e l e r  submi t t ed  a 
s e r i e s  o f  o b s e r v a t i o n s ,  which he asked F r anc i s  Brentano,  
a p r o f e s s o r  a t  WUrzburg,  to  e d i t ,  to t h e  ep i scopa l  con­
f e r e n c e  a t  Fulda on September 1, 1869.  Bishop K e t t e l e r ' s
6q̂He r epr esent ed  Mainz in t h e  Re i chs t ag  in the  
1 87 0 's and was a member o f  t he  Cent e r  p a r t y ,  Cf ,  Chapter
V I , p,  199.
7^R0th,  o p , ci  t , ,  169 ,
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p r i n c i p a l  o b s e r v a t i o n  was t he  impor tance  o f  an oppor t une  
t i m e  f o r  t h e  d e f i n i t i o n  o f  papal  i n f a l l i b i l i t y .  At  t he  
same t i me ,  however ,  he d r a f t e d  a l e t t e r ,  in which the  
German B i sh o p ' s  Conf erence  urged a l l  C h r i s t i a n s  to  submi t  
to  t he  pronouncements o f  t he  f u t u r e  Church c o u n c i l .
Al though K e t t e l e r  belonged t o  t he  m i n o r i t y  in t h e  
c o un c i l  which opposed the  d e c l a r a t i o n  o f  t he  new dogma,  
he p r o t e s t e d  t he  "Roman L e t t e r s "  o f  Ignaz D Ü I l i n g e r ,  which  
were  p u b l i sh e d  in Munich under  t h e  pseudonym o f  Q u i r i n u s .
In t he  c o u n c i l  i t s e l f ,  K e t t e l e r  c i r c u l a t e d  a pamphlet  by 
t h e  J e s u i t  Q u a r e l l a ,  which seemed to a t t a c k  t he  d o c t r i n e  
o f  papal  i n f a l l i b i l i t y .  I t  was Bishop K e t t e l e r  who sug­
gest ed  t h e  p e t i t i o n  o f  May,  1870,  in which a number o f  
bishops demanded t h a t  t he  e leven ch ap t er s  o f  t he  schema 
on t he  Church be c ons i de r e d  b e f o r e  t he  d i s c u s s i o n  on papal  
i n f a l l i b i l i t y .  On May 23,  I 87O, K e t t e l e r  d e c l a r e d  a t  a 
p l e n a r y  session o f  t h e  c o u n c i l  t h a t  he had a lways b e l i e v e d  
in papal  i n f a l l i b i l i t y ,  but  s e r i o u s l y  q u e s t i o n ed  t he  
t h e o l o g i c a l  p r oo f s  and whet her  t hey  s u f f i c e d  to j u s t i f y  a 
dogmat ic  d e f i n i t i o n .  Bishop K e t t e l e r  l e f t  Rome b e f o r e  
t h e  f i n a l  v o t e ,  but  l a t e r  he w r o t e  a l e t t e r  to  Pope Pius  
IX s u b m i t t i n g  to  t he  d e c i s i o n  o f  t he  c o u n c i l .  In September ,  
187 0 , he s igned t he  Fulda D e c l a r a t i o n  in f a v o r  o f  t he  d e ­
f i n e d  dogma. In o r d e r  to  c l a r i f y  and t o  e x p l a i n  t h i s  dogma 
to t he  r u l e r s  o f  P r u s s i a ,  Bishop K e t t e l e r  o b t a i n e d  an 
audi ence  w i t h  W i l l i a m  I and a l s o  had two p r i v a t e  c o n f e r ences
k l
w i t h  Bismark.  A p p a r e n t l y  he d i d  not  c onv i nc e  them.
Last  A c t i v e  Years
From t h e  p u b l i c a t i o n  o f  Deut sch land  nach dem K r i e g  
von 1866 to t he  e s t a b l i s h m e n t  o f  t he  German Empire in 
J a n u a r y ,  I 8 7 I ,  Bishop K e t t e l e r  devot ed  h i s  p r i n c i p a l  e f -  
f o r t s  to  s o c i a l  q u e s t i o n s .  A f t e r  1870 K e t t e l e r  began 
a n o t h e r  s ho r t  p e r i o d  o f  German p o l i t i c a l  a c t i v i t y . 71 He 
not  o n l y  suppor ted and promoted t h e  Ce n t e r  P a r t y  in o r d e r  
t o  o b t a i n  t he  same c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  r i g h t s  f o r  C a t h o l i c s  
in t h e  newly  founded German Empi re as t h e y  en j oyed  under  
t h e  Pruss i an  c o n s t i t u t i o n ,  but  a l s o  was e l e c t e d  a deputy  
to  t h e  German R e i c h s t a g . From December 14,  1870,  t o  March 
14,  1 87 2 , Bishop K e t t e l e r  r ep r es e n t e d  t h e  Baden d i s t r i c t  
o f  W a l d U r n - T a u b e r b i s c h o f s h e i m . 72 He r es i gn e d  from t he  
Rei chst aq  because o f  h i s  e p i sc op a l  d u t i e s .
A s l i g h t  i n c i d e n t  o c cu r r e d  in Mainz  on March 15,  
1 8 7 1 , which shows t h e  regard  K a i s e r  W i l l i a m  I had f o r  
Bishop K e t t e l e r .  On t h a t  d a t e  t h e  K a i s e r ' s  t r a i n  stopped  
a t  Ma i nz .  As t h e  K a i s e r  e n t e r e d  t h e  t r a i n  s t a t i o n  to be 
g r e e t e d  by t he  mu n i c i pa l  o f f i c i a l s ,  he i n q u i r e d  whet her  
Bishop K e t t e l e r  was p r e s e n t .  An a i d e  o f  W i l l i a m  I p o i n t e d  
o ut  K e t t e l e r .  K a i s e r  W i l l i a m  1 approached t he  Bishop and
71 For h i s  a c t i v i t i e s  in t he  Re i ch s ta g  c f .  Chapters  
I 1 and V.
7 2 p f U 1 f .  OP .  c i t . . I l l ,  142 - 68 .
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f o r  ten minutes  t h e  two conversed p r i v a t e l y .  What t hey  
d i scussed  is  unknown.73
Al t hough p o l i t i c a l l y  i n a c t i v e  a f t e r  March,  1872,  
Bishop K e t t e l e r  kept  in c l o s e  c o n t a c t  w i t h  p u b l i c  a f f a i r s  
and w r o t e  a r t i c l e s  a g a i n s t  t h e  Ku1t u r ka mp f  and t h e  Na­
t i o n a l  L i b e r a l  P a r t y . 7^ He made e ve r y  e f f o r t  t o  defend  
t he  C e n t e r  P a r t y  and t o  m a i n t a i n  t he  s p i r i t  o f  German 
C a t h o l i c i s m  d u r i ng  t he  Ku1t u r k a m p f .
Dur i ng  t h i s  p e r i o d  he p r a c t i c a l l y  dominated t he  
Fulda Conf erence  o f  German Bishops.  For example,  in 1873 
Archbi shop Me l cher s  and Bishop K e t t e l e r  wer e  l ea de rs  in 
t h e  ad o p t i on  o f  a r e s o l u t i o n  whi ch  urged t h e  b ishops to  
oppose the  May Laws o f  t h e  Ku1t u r ka mp f  by a b s o l u t e ,  p a s s i v e  
r e s i s t a n c e ,  but  to  compromise on t h e  Pr uss i an  law which  
r e g u l a t e d  t h e  a d m i n i s t r a t i o n  o f  Church p r o p e r t y . 75
In 1873 K e t t e l e r  p u b l i s h e d  h i s  l a s t  book.  Die  
K a t h o l i k e n  im deutschen R e i c h e , which is  c o n s i d e r e d  h i s  
l a s t  t es t a me nt  to  German C a t h o l i c s .  T h i s  book,  w r i t t e n  
in 1870,  was in t h e  form o f  not es  in e a r l y  1867 .7^  The 
reason f o r  i t s  p u b l i c a t i o n  in 1873 was p r i m a r i l y  t he  
Ku 1t u r k a m p f . More s p e c i f i c a l l y  Bishop K e t t e l e r  wished to
7 3 | b i d . . 144.
7^ C f . Chapt er  I I I .
7 ^ D e u e r l e i n ,  op.  c i t . ,  423 .
7 6 p f U l f ,  op.  c i t . , 1 1 1 ,  257.
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show t h a t  t h e  program o f  t h e  C e n t e r  P a r t y  was not  o n l y  f o r  
German C a t h o l i c s ,  but  a l s o  f o r  a l l  German C h r i s t  I a n s . 77 
Ger mani a , t he  o f f i c i a l  organ o f  t h e  Cent e r  P a r t y ,  commented 
upon t h i s  book in a s e r i e s  o f  f i v e  a r t i c l e s  a f t e r  i t s  
p u b l i c a t i o n  in e a r l y  1873 .78
The B i sh o p ' s  S i l v e r  J u b i l e e  and Death
The c e l e b r a t i o n  o f  h i s  s i l v e r  j u b i l e e  as Bishop o f  
Mainz  on J u l y  25,  1875,  was t h e  c l i m a x  o f  K e t t e l e r ' s  l a s t  
yea r s .  On J u l y  24,  1875,  Germania p r e d i c t e d  t h a t  a l l  
German C a t h o l i c s  would p a r t i c i p a t e  in honor i ng  Bishop  
K e t t e l e r  and t h a t  "Bishop K e t t e l e r  w i l l  a lways remain in 
the  h e a r t s  o f  t he  German C a t h o l i c  p e o p l e . " 7 9
Bishop K e t t e l e r  r ec e i v e d  c o n g r a t u l a t i o n s  from 
Pope Pius IX ,  a l l  o f  t he  German b i shops ,  e v e ry  major  
C a t h o l i c  o r g a n i z a t i o n ,  and many c i v i c  l e a d e r s .  A d e l e g a ­
t i o n  under  t he  l e a d e r s h i p  o f  Ludwig von W i n d t h o r s t  r e p r e ­
sented t he  Cent er  P a r t y .  August  Re i ch e n s p e r g er  and Judge  
von Buss o f  F r e i b u r g ,  two C e n t r i s t s ,  w r o t e  newspaper  
a r t i c l e s  in r e c o g n i t i o n  o f  Bishop K e t t e l e r ' s  work  on s o c i a l  
p r o b l e m s . 8^ Ludwig von W i n d t h o r s t  r e s i de d  a t  t he  e p i sc opa l  
home d u r i ng  t he  c e l e b r a t i o n  a t  Ma inz .  At  t h e  end o f  t h e
7 7 | b i d . , 258 - 6 0 .
7 8 | b i d .
79Ger mani a , No. 142 ( J u l y  24,  1875) .
GOpf Ul f ,  op.  c i t . , I I I ,  249.
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f i r s t  da y ' s  c e l e b r a t i o n  W i n d t h o r s t  gave the  c on c l ud i ng  a d ­
dress which " reached t h e  c l i m a x  in t h e  r e c o g n i t i o n  o f  t h e  
l e a d e r s h i p  o f  K e t t e l e r . " ® '  At  t h e  conc l us i on  o f  t he  second 
day W i n d t h o r s t  dared the  government  o r  anyone e l s e  to  r e ­
move K e t t e l e r  as t he  Bishop o f  Ma inz  and s t a t e d  t h a t  K e t ­
t e l e r ' s  c e l e b r a t i o n  demonst ra t ed  t he  s t r ong  u n i t y  o f  a l l  
German C a t h o l i c s . ® ^  W i n d t h o r s t  concluded t h i s  speech:
We a r e  proud o f  t he  Bishop o f  Ma i nz ;  he is  t he  
best  example o f  a f i g h t i n g  b i shop .  In h i s  youth  
he fought  f o r  h i s  honor .  I f  h i s  e x c e l l e n c y  f i g h t s  
more t o d a y ,  he f i g h t s  a g a i n s t  a r e v o l u t i o n .
R e v o l u t i o n s  a r e  not  o n l y  fought  on t he  s t r e e t s ,  
f o r  we have examples in h i s t o r y  t h a t  t h e r e  a r e  
o t h e r  r e v o l u t i o n a r y  s i t e s  j u s t  as dangerous.  I 
o f f e r  my a p p r e c i a t i o n  to  a l l  o f  you who have come 
f rom a l l  across Germany t o  honor Bishop K e t t e l e r - -  
t o  t o a s t  t he  f i g h t i n g  b i shop .  God g r a n t  t h a t  t he  
" f i g h t i n g  Bishop" w i l l  remain w i t h  us f o r  a long 
t i me  t h a t  he may c o n t i n u e  to  lead u s . ° 3
Th i s  was t he  f i n a l  p u b l i c  a f f a i r  in which Bishop  
K e t t e l e r  p a r t i c i p a t e d .  Two years  l a t e r  he d i e d  in B a v a r i a  
on h i s  r e t u r n  from Rome, Th i s  t r i p  was h i s  r e g u l a r  ad 
1imina vi  si t a t  i on ,  which e v e ry  bishop i s  bound to make 
about  eve r y  t h r e e  yea r s .  On J u l y  18,  1877,  Bishop W i lh e l m  
von K e t t e l e r ' s  remains were  b u r i e d  in t he  c r y p t  o f  t h e  Mainz  
C a t h e d r a l .  A l a r g e  d e l e g a t i o n  under  t he  l e a d e r s h i p  o f  
Ludwig von W i n d t h o r s t  r ep r es e n t e d  t he  Cent e r  P a r t y  a t  t he  
f u n e r a l .
® ' l b i d .
8 2 | b i d . , 253.
®®R5th,  op.  c i t . ,  2 2 9 - 3 0 .
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Conclus i  ons
Thi s  s h o r t  synopsis  o f  K e t t e l e r ' s  b i o g r ap h y  leads  
to  s e v e r a l  i n f e r e n c e s .  He was d i a m e t r i c a l l y  opposed to  
a b s o l u t i s m  o f  any k i n d ,  K e t t e l e r  f e a r e d  t h a t ,  as modern 
i n d u s t r i a l i z a t i o n  p r og r ess e d ,  c a p i t a l i s m  w i t h o u t  b a s i c  
C h r i s t i a n  p r i n c i p l e s  would deve lop i n t o  an economic a b ­
s o l u t i s m ,  On t he  o t h e r  hand,  K e t t e l e r  d i d  not  oppose i n ­
d u s t r i a l i z a t i o n ,  but  d e s i r e d  t h a t  t h i s  i n d u s t r i a l  expan­
sion and progress  should enhance t h e  m a t e r i a l  w e l f a r e  o f  
each and e ve ry  German c i t i z e n .
The s p i r i t  o f  i n i t i a t i v e  and o f  op t i mi sm which
c h a r a c t e r i z e d  Bishop K e t t e l e r ' s  l i f e  is best  expressed
in h i s  own l e t t e r  o f  May 6 ,  1870,  to  Paul  H a f f n e r ,  h i s
successor  as Bishop o f  Ma i nz .  Bishop K e t t e l e r  w r o t e :  " I
am c o m p l e t e l y  c o n f i d e n t  o f  a new s o c i a l  s t r u c t u r e  which
t h e  o l d  C h r i s t i a n  t r u t h s  w i l l  deve l op  in t he  f u t u r e  f o r  
84
a l l  o f  s o c i e t y . "  Th i s  i n i  t i a t i v e  was a p t l y  recogn i zed  
by C a t h o l i c  p o l i t i c i a n s  in Germany.  W i n d t h o r s t ,  t he  
l e a d e r  o f  t h e  Center  P a r t y  d u r i n g  t he  Bi smark i an  era  o f  
the  German Empi re ,  s t a t e d  in 1890:  "We v e n e r a t e  him
[ K e t t e l e r ]  unanimously  as t he  t e a c h e r  and foremost  champion 
o f  C a t h o l i c  s o c i a l  a s p i r a t i o n s . " ® ^
Bishop K e t t e l e r  was a man o f  e x t r a o r d i n a r y  energy
®4| b i d . , 129.
® 5 | b i d . . 229.
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and stubbornness and was urged on by a deep f a i t h  in 
C h r i s t i a n i t y  and a s i n c e r e  love  f o r  the  poor .  In a sermon 
on June 25,  1848,  d e l i v e r e d  in t h e  F r a n k f o r t  C a t h e d r a l ,  
he s t a t e d  h i s  o b j e c t i v e  in l i f e :  "As He [ t h e  Son o f  God]
preached t h e  Gospel  t o  t he  poor ,  as He defended t he  poor ,  
. . .  so I wi sh  t o  i m i t a t e  H i m. "^^  This  K e t t e l e r  seems 
to  have f u l f i 1 l ed .
K e t t e l e r  l i v e d  in a p e r i o d  o f  German h i s t o r y ,  when 
Germany s t r o v e  f o r  u n i t y  and a t t a i n e d  i t  under  P r u s s i a ,
He d e s i r e d  a u n i t e d  Germany.  A f t e r  h i s  concern f o r  the  
w e l f a r e  o f  t he  C a t h o l i c  Church and o f  t h e  poor er  c l a s s e s ,  
he m a n i f e s t e d  a s t r ong  s p i r i t  o f  German n a t i o n a l i s m .
8 6 p f U l f ,  op .  c i t . . I ,  1 5 8 - 5 9 .
CHAPTER I I 
GERMAN UNITY AND GERMAN NATIONALISM
I n t r o d u c t i o n  
Any p u b l i c  f i g u r e  in Germany in t he  n i n e t e e n t h  
c e n t u r y  was in some manner i nv o l v e d  w i t h  German n a t i o n a l i s m  
and w i t h  German u n i f i c a t i o n .  Bishop K e t t e l e r  was no excep­
t i o n  and expressed h i m s e l f  concer n i ng  u n i t y ,  n a t i o n a l i s m ,  
and Pruss ian l e a d e r s h i p .  The B i sh o p ' s  ideas r egar d i ng  
t hese  i ssues a r e  best  expressed and underst ood in the  
h i s t o r i c a l  events  from 1814 to  1870,  from t he  Grossdeutsch-  
K l e i n d e u t s c h  ideas to  t he  a c t u a l  u n i f i c a t i o n  o f  Germany 
under  Pruss i an  l e a d e r s h i p ,
Gr os s de ut s c h - K l e i nd e ut s c h  
A r t i c l e  s i x  o f  t h e  f i r s t  T r e a t y  o f  P a r i s  (May 30,  
1814)  p r o v i d e d  t h a t  " t h e  s t a t e s  o f  Germany s h a l l  be i n d e ­
pendent  and s h a l l  be u n i t e d  in a f e d e r a l  l eague , "^  Since  
t he  t r e a t y  d i d  not  d e f i n e  the  " s t a t e s  o f  Germany," comp 1 i -
J , A , R ,  M a r r i o t  and Char l es  Grant  Rober tson,  The 
E v o l u t i o n  o f  P r u ss i a  ( r e v ,  e d , ; Oxf ord:  Clarendon P r e s s ,
1 946 ) ,  266;  Huber tus  P r i n c e  zu Lbwenst e in ,  Deutsche Ge-  
s c h i c h t e ,  3 1 7 .
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c a t i o n s  i mmed i a t e l y  appeared a t  t he  sess ions  o f  t he  Con­
gress o f  Vienna and two German p a r t i e s  a r os e  in the  
Congress w i t h  d i f f e r e n t  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s .  The Grossdeutsch  
p a r t y  wished A u s t r i a n  i n c l u s i o n  and l e a d e r s h i p  in the  
" f e d e r a l  l eague  o f  German s t a t e s . "  The K1e indeutsch p a r t y  
d e s i r e d  t h e  l e a d e r s h i p  o f  P r u ss i a  w i t h  t he  compl ete  e x ­
c l u s i o n  o f  A u s t r i a  from German a f f a i r s .
The r e l i g i o u s  i ssue  was an e lement  in t h i s  d i v i s i o n  
between t he  two German p a r t i e s .  A u s t r i a n  r u l e r s  were  
C a t h o l i c ;  Pruss i an  r u l e r s ,  P r o t e s t a n t ,  Because o f  t he  
d i s t r u s t  between t h e  P r o t e s t a n t s  and C a t h o l i c s  among t h e  
Germans,  i t  seemed n a t u r a l  t h a t  P r o t e s t a n t s  leaned toward  
P r u s s i a  and C a t h o l i c s  toward A u s t r i a .  The Congress o f  
Vienna d i d  not  s e t t l e  t he  d i s p u t e  and t h e  argument  con­
t i n u e d  between t h e  two p a r t i e s  t h r ough out  modern German 
h i s t o r y .  The F r a n k f o r t  P a r l i a m e n t  s e t t l e d  n o t h i n g .  Dur ing  
t h e s e  sess ions  deputy  K e t t e l e r  belonged to t he  Grossdeutsch  
p a r t y .  When P r u s s i a  d e f e a t e d  A u s t r i a  in 1866,  t he  s e t t l e ­
ment seemed in i t s  f i n a l  s t a ge s ,  f o r  i t  ous ted  A u s t r i a  
f rom i n t e r n a l  German a f f a i r s .  When Germany was u n i t e d  
w i t h  t he  e x c l u s i o n  o f  A u s t r i a ,  i t  d e f i n i t e l y  seemed to  
s e t t l e  t he  i ssue ,  but  t h i s  d i d  not  c o m p l e t e l y  d e s t r o y  t he  
Grossdeutsch i dea .
Not a l l  o f  t he  Grossdeutsch adher e n t s  based t h e i r  
c o n v i c t i o n s  upon t he  r e l i g i o u s  i s s ue ,  s i n c e  t h e r e  were  
some who saw t he  Grossdeutsch idea as a p o l i t i c a l  ex -
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pe d i enc y .  In an e d i t o r i a l  on December 1, 1854,  t he  
M a i n z er  Journal  s t a t e d  t h a t  Germany needed compl ete  u n i ­
f i c a t i o n ,  i n c l u d i n g  A u s t r i a ,  i f  i t  were  t o  s u r v i v e  between 
t h e  two g r e a t  powers o f  France and R u s s i a . ^  A t i n g e  o f  
t h i s  aspec t  o f  Grossdeutsch c o n v i c t i o n  is  found in K e t ­
t e l e r ' s  u t t e r a n c e s  t hr oughout  h i s  l i f e ,  a l t h o u g h  a f t e r  
1866 he r ecogni zed  t h e  l o s t  cause o f  A u s t r i a n  l e a d e r s h i p  
in a u n i ted Germany.
In h i s  program f o r  German C a t h o l i c s ,  K e t t e l e r  
recommended s t r on g  t i e s  w i t h  A u s t r i a  i n c l u d i n g  c u l t u r a l  
as w e l l  as p o l i t i c a l  t i e s  w i t h  t h e  German Empi re . ^  He 
argued t h a t  t he  peop l e  and t he  r oya l  house o f  A u s t r i a  were  
Germans and t h e  German Empire e x i s t e d  f o r  t he  w e l f a r e  o f  
a l l  Germans. K e t t e l e r  m a i n t a i n e d  t h a t  in r e a l i t y  a " G r ea t  
German Empire" was i m p o s s i b l e ,  but  c l o s e  t i e s  w i t h  A u s t r i a  
would a s s i s t  in t he  p r e s e r v a t i o n  o f  peace in Europe.  
Fur t he r mor e ,  i t  would a s s i s t  t he  i n t e r n a l  u n i t y  o f  t he  
German Empi re ,  s i n c e  c l o s e  t i e s  w i t h  A u s t r i a  would appease  
Grossdeutsch s y m p a t h i z e r s . ^  Kar l  Bachem adds t h a t  Wi nd­
t h o r s t  f o l l o w e d  K e t t e l e r ' s  o p i n i o n  through out  h i s  p u b l i c  
c a r e e r . ^  Th i s  e x e m p l i f i e s  t h a t  K e t t e l e r ' s  Grossdeutsch
^Ma i nz er  J o u r n a 1 , No. 200 (December 1, 1854 ) ,  281-
82 .
^Di e  K a t h o l i k e n  im deutschen R e i c h e , 4 ;  W i n d e l l ,  
op.  c i t . , 100-101 .
^ Die  K a t h o l i k e n  im deutschen R e i c h e , 16- 19 .
^Bachem, op.  c i t . , V,  206.
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ideas were upheld in t he  e a r l y  days o f  the  Cent e r  p a r t y .
The g r e a t  c r i s i s  o f  the Grossdeutsch group came 
a f t e r  P r u s s i a ' s  v i c t o r y  o ver  A u s t r i a .  That  Pruss ian  
C a t h o l i c s  f l u c t u a t e d  between l o y a l t y  to  Pr uss i a  and the  
d e s i r e  o f  an A u s t r i a n  v i c t o r y  in 1866 seems p e c u l i a r .  At  
t h e  t i me  t he  C a t h o l i c  Church p r o b a b l y  r e ce i v e d  b e t t e r  
t r e a t m e n t  in P r uss i a  than in A u s t r i a ,  f o r  Josephinism^  
and Febronianism^ i n t e r f e r e d  w i t h  t he  Church's  a c t i v i t i e s  
in A u s t r i a .  But the  reason f o r  t h i s  l a y  o u t s i d e  t h e  r e ­
l i g i o u s  sphere.  The annexed Rhenish p r ov i nce s  and the  
conquered P o l i s h  p r ov i nce s  had t he  g r e a t e r  m a j o r i t y  o f  
t h e  Prussian C a t h o l i c  p o p u l a t i o n  and t hese  p r ov i nce s  
hated P r u ss i a .
A f t e r  her  d e f e a t  t h e  e x c l u s i o n  o f  A u s t r i a  from 
German p o l i t i c s  was imminent  among German p o l i t i c i a n s .  
Al though t he  Grossdeutsch p a r t y  had r e ce i ve d  a se t back ,  
many southern German C a t h o l i c s  s t i l l  f e l t  t h a t  A u s t r i a  
remain t he  l e g i t i m a t e  l e a d e r  o f  t he  p r o s p e c t i v e  German 
Empi re .  German C a t h o l i c s  g e n e r a l l y  were  d i s a p p o i n t e d  and 
d i s g r u n t l e d  by t he  A u s t r i a n  d e f e a t .  In Oct ober ,  1866,  
August  R e i c h e n s p e r g er , a Pruss i an  C a t h o l i c  p o l i t i c i a n ,  
r e f e r r i n g  to A u s t r i a ' s  d e f e a t  w r o t e :  " i t  i s  a w or l d
O
c a t a s t r o p h e ! "  Most C a t h o l i c s  gave up and c om p l e t e l y
^Cf .  p.  30.
^Cf ,  p.  14,  f n .  19.
O
Bachem, op .  c i t . , I I I ,  1.
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a b s t a i n e d  from p o l i t i c a l  a c t i v i t y .
Wi t h  chagr i n  t he  C a t h o l i c  p u b l i c  l e a d e r ,  who was 
p r a c t i c a l ,  promoted P r u ss i a  as t he  p r o s p e c t i v e  l ea de r  o f  
a u n i t e d  Germany. S i nce  Pr uss i a  had shown h e r s e l f  as a 
modern m i l i t a r y  power in 1866,  she d e f i n i t e l y  s e i zed  
l e a d e r s h i p  in Germany w i t h  e f f i c i e n c y  and d e t e r m i n a t i o n .
P e t e r  Re i chensperger  was one o f  t he  more p r a c t i c a l
C a t h o l i c  l e a d e r s .  In an a r t i c l e  in t he  Kb l n i s c h e  B l o t t e r
o f  J u l y  15,  1866,  he w r o t e  :
The German c o n f e d e r a t i o n  is  broken and A u s t r i a  
i s sepa r a t e d  from Germany.  But t he  Germans de-  
si re  and ought  t o  be brought  under  one r o o f ,  
under  which t hey  i n su r e  themselves  now and in the  
f u t u r e .  Pr uss i a  is t h e  o n l y  German s t a t e  which  
can b u i l d  t h a t  r o o f .  I t  i s  t he  d u t y  o f  eve r y  
German p a t r i o t  to  r e c o g n i z e  t h i s  f a c t  and make 
i t  t h e  bas i s  o f  h i s  t h i n k i n g ,  w i l l i n g  and a c t ­
i n g . 9
In a speech t o  t he  Nor t h  German Re i chs t ag  he r e i t e r a t e d  
t he s e  ideas on November 26,  1870,  and a t  t he  t i me  prophe­
s i e d  t h a t  Germany would v e r y  soon possess u n i f i c a t i o n  
under  P r u s s i a .
Acceptance o f  Pruss i an  Leadership
However,  t h e  man who promoted t h e  accept ance  o f  
Pruss i an  l e a d e r s h i p  among German C a t h o l i c s  was t he  Bishop 
o f  Ma i nz .  In h i s  b o o k l e t ,  Deutschland nach dem K r i e g e  von 
1 86 6 , K e t t e l e r  adv i sed  German C a t h o l i c s  to  meet t he  f u t u r e  
changes w i t h  p r e me d i t a t e d  compr omise . ' ^  On t he  one hand,
9 | b i d . ,  11.
' ^ L b w e n s t e in , o p . c i t . ,  361 ; c f .  p.  39.
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German C a t h o l i c s  were  e x h o r t e d  to  p e r m i t  no one t o  surpass  
t h e i r  p a t r i o t i s m .  On t he  o t h e r  hand,  he besought  P r u ss i a  
not  to  f o l l o w  those  who wished her  to become t h e  i n s t r u ­
ment o f  P r o t e s t a n t i s m  and urged t h e  Pruss i an  government  
t o  r espec t  a l l  e x i s t i n g  p o l i t i c a l  and s o c i a l  i n s t i t u t i o n s ,  
K e t t e l e r  i n v i t e d  t he  southern  Germans to j o i n  t he  Nor th  
German C o n f e d e r a t i o n ,  In t he  c o n c l u d i n g  remarks Bishop  
K e t t e l e r  recommended a c l o s e  a l l i a n c e  w i t h  A u s t r i a ,
A f t e r  1866 t h e  Bishop a l s o  f o s t e r e d  t h e  r e v i v a l  o f  
German C a t h o l i c  p o l i t i c a l  a c t i o n ,  which was a t  a low e b b . 
Only two C a t h o l i c  d e p u t i e s ,  P e t e r  Re i ch e n s p e r g er  and F r e i ­
h e r r  von Robden, remained in t h e  Pruss i an  Lower House in 
1 86 7 . in 1868 Hermann von M a l l i n c k r o d t  and Ludwig von 
W i n d t h o r s t  J o i ned  t hese  two.  None o f  t he  f o u r  belonged  
t o  a p o l i t i c a l  p a r t y .  C a t h o l i c  a c t i o n  was needed to  en­
courage  C a t h o l i c s  to e n t e r  poJIt-t-ics and p u b l i c  l i f e  and
under  K e t t e l e r ' s  l e a d e r s h i p  t h i s  was done,
\
K e t t e l e r ' s  l e a d e r s h i p  and h i s  encouragement  o f  
C a t h o l i c  a c t i o n  soon led t o  r e s u l t s .  Under h i s  i n s p i r a ­
t i o n  smal l  C a t h o l i c  a s s o c i a t i o n s  appeared in v a r i o u s  p a r t s  
o f  P r u s s i a .  In Cologne in 1867 t he  Neue B u r q e r v e r e i n , 
l a t e r  c a l l e d  t he  K a t h o l i  schen V o l k s v e r e i  n , o r g a n i z e d  w i t h  
t he  purpose o f  e d uc a t i n g  t he  C a t h o l i c  masses f o r  p o t e n t i a l  
p o l i t i c a l  a c t i v i t y .  At  t he  same t i me  a K a t h o l i  schen 
V o l k s v e r e i n  appeared in Br e s l au  to  d i scuss  t he  r i g h t s ,  
p r o t e c t i o n ,  and i n t e r e s t s  o f  C a t h o l i c i s m  both in P r u ss i a
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and in t h e  p r o v i n c e .  Most o f  t h e  C a t h o l i c  d i s t r i c t s  o f  
P r us s i a  e s t a b l i s h e d  s i m i l a r  groups under  K e t t e l e r ' s  
g u i d a n c e . I n  c o n j u n c t i o n  w i t h  Pr uss i an  p o l i t i c a l  event s  
these  groups spearheaded t h e  f o r m a t i o n  o f  a C a t h o l i c  
p o l i t i c a l  p a r t y  in P r u s s i a ,
Events  which i g n i t e d  the  growth o f  Cathol i c  p o l i t i ­
ca l  i n t e r e s t  began in December,  1868,  w i t h  a r e s o l u t i o n  
in t he  Pruss i an  Lower House t o  s e c u l a r i z e  a l l  i n t e r m e d i a t e  
schoo l s .  At  a p p r o x i m a t e l y  t h e  same t i me  t h e  Franc i scans  
were  f o r c e d  from t he  K l o s t e r  K a l v a r i e n b e r q , a convent  near  
Ne ust ad t  in w es t e r n  P r u s s i a .  S h o r t l y  a f t e r ,  r i o t s  e r u p t e d  
a t  t he  Moab i t  convent  and t he  near by  Dominican chur ch .  
Repor ts  o f  t he  m i s t r e a t m e n t  o f  o l d  and s i c k  members in an
A u s t r i a n - P o l i s h  monastery  i n i t i a t e d  t h e s e  l a t t e r  two 
12e v e n t s .
Newspapers c a r r i e d  v a r i o u s  charges a g a i n s t  r e ­
l i g i o u s  houses and p e t i t i o n s  f o r  government  a c t i o n  de luged  
t he  Pr uss i an  Lower House.  That  body a pp o i n t e d  a commis­
sion under  Dr .  Rudolph G ne i s t  to  i n v e s t i g a t e  t he  a l l e g a ­
t i o n s  a g a i n s t  r e l i g i o u s  o r d e r s .  On December 17,  1869,  
t h i s  commission advocated t he  s e v e r e s t  l e g i s l a t i o n  a g a i n s t  
r e l i g i o u s  o r d e r s .  At  t h i s  p o i n t  Bismark i n t e r v e n e d .
In a d i s c u s s i on  on Febr uar y  2,  1870,  w i t h  h i s
184 - 99 .
^^Karl  Buchheim,  U 1t ramontanismus und D e m o k r a t i e .
^^Bachem, o p . c i t . ,  I l l ,  38.
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m i n i s t e r s  concern i ng  t he  recommended l e g i s l a t i o n ,  Bismark  
warned ;
In t h i s  d i scu s s i o n  I must warn you a g a i n s t  t a k i n g  
a p o s i t i o n  c o n t r a r y  to t he  axiom o f  F r e d e r i c k  the  
Gr ea t  t h a t  eve r y  one in P r uss i a  seek s a l v a t i o n  in 
his  own w a y , which would shake t he  t r u s t  o f  Ca t ho­
l i c s  in t h e i r  f reedom and s e c u r i t y  o f  r e l i g i o n .
From 1848 to 1866 the Pruss i an  C a t h o l i c s  conducted  
themselves  as f a i t h f u l  s u b j e c t s ,  A b e t r a y a l  o f  
t h e  t r u s t  o f  e i g h t  m i l l i o n  C a t h o l i c s  would be 
d e t r i m e n t a l  to  t h e  dynas t y .  The members o f  a 
church,  oppressed o r  a pp r eh e n s i ve  o f  o p p r e ss i o n ,  
a r e  e a s i l y  f a n a t  i c i  z e d , The less  w o r r i e s  o c cu r ,  
t he  c l e a r e r  t he  consciousness o f  equal  r i g h t s  be­
comes and so much more w i l l  co mp l a i n t s  v an i sh ,  
which in t h e  past  came from peop l e  in t he  Rhine  
prov i  n c e s ,  ̂^
The Pruss i an  Lower House f o l l o w e d  B i smar k ' s  suggest i ons  
and dropped t he  recommendations o f  the  G ne i s t  Commission,
M a l l i n c k r o d t ,  P e t e r  R e i c h e n s p e r g e r , and W i n d t h o r s t  
wished to  debat e  t he  i ssue  in t he  Lower House in o r d e r  t h a t  
" t h e  m a t t e r  would come i n t o  f u l l  v iew f o r  c l a r i f i c a t i o n , " ^ ^  
For t h i s  reason M a l l i n c k r o d t  i n t r od u c e d  a mot ion on 
February  10 f o r  a f u l l  debat e  on t he  i ss u e ,  s t a t i n g  t h a t  
i t  was a c h a l l e n g e  to a l l  Pruss i an  C a t h o l i c s ,  In seconding  
t he  mot ion W i n d t h o r s t  sa i d  t h a t  C a t h o l i c s  coul d  not  d i s r e ­
gard t he  m a t t e r , W i t h o u t  much d i f f i c u l t y  the  mot ion  
f a i l e d .
These events  made C a t h o l i c s  r e a l i z e  the  n e c e s s i t y
^^I b i d , , 3 9 - 4 1 .  
^ ^ I b i d ,
15 I b i d , , 42 ,
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o f  u n i f i e d  a c t i o n  and K e t t e l e r  and C a t h o l i c  l eader s  i n ­
v e s t i g a t e d  the  f e a s i b i l i t y  o f  a new C a t h o l i c  p o l i t i c a l  
p a r t y .  Earnes t  p r e p a r a t i o n s  f o r  a C a t h o l i c  p o l i t i c a l  
p a r t y  began in A p r i l ,  I 87O, when M a l l i n c k r o d t  brought  
d r a f t s  o f  t he  Soes t e r  con f e r ences  to B e r l i n  f o r  p r e l i m i n a r y  
d i scus s i ons  w i t h  other  Cathol i c  l e a d e r s .
S o es t e r  Conferences  
The S oes t e r  conf e r ences  which began in 1864 w i t h  
a smal l  group o f  Mai 1i n c k r o d t ' s f r i e n d s ,  p r ese n t e d  t he  
nucleus f o r  a p o l i t i c a l  program.  Among these  f r i e n d s  was 
W i l d e r i c h  von K e t t e l e r ,  t h e  b r o t h e r  o f  Bishop K e t t e l e r ,  
w i t h  whom t he  Bishop cor responded r e g u l a r l y  c oncer n i ng  
s o c i a l  and p o l i t i c a l  m a t t e r s .  As e a r l y  as 1848 t hese  l e t ­
t e r s  p r e se n t e d  a d i s c u s s i o n  between t he  K e t t e l e r  b r o t h e r s  
on the  f e a s i b i l i t y  o f  a C a t h o l i c  p o l i t i c a l  p a r t y ,  as w e l l  
as a program f o r  i t .  M a l l i n c k r o d t  m a i n t a i n e d  t h a t  no one  
had a g r e a t e r  i n f l u e n c e  on him than t he  K e t t e l e r  b r o t h e r s . ^  ̂
The Soes t e r  group met once a week t o  d i scu s s :
( 1 )  p o l i t i c a l ,  s o c i a l ,  and economic s o l u t i o n s  to con­
temporary  problems based upon C h r i s t i a n  p r i n c i p l e s ;  and
( 2 )  an e du c a t i o n a l  program f o r  more e f f e c t i v e  C a t h o l i c  
p a r t i c i p a t i o n  in p u b l i c  l i f e .  Th i s  group grew u n t i l  i t
' ^ I b i d . . 9 8 - 9 9 .
^ ^ P f U l f ,  op.  c i t . ,  I l l ,  149 , and r e f e r s  to  h i s  
b i ography  on M a l l i n c k r o d t ,  45 .
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i n c l u d e d  most o f  t h e  C a t h o l i c  l ea de rs  in t h e  Rhine
p r o v i n c e s .  These d i s c u s s i o n s  produced an o u t l i n e  o f  t he
program f o r  t h e  f u t u r e  Pruss i an  Ce n t e r  p a r t y .  By June,
1 8 7 0 , a d e f i n i t e  movement f o r  a C a t h o l i c  p o l i t i c a l  p a r t y  
18was in p r o g r e s s .
Immediate Causes f o r  a C a t h o l i c  P a r t y  
F u r t h e r  event s  in P r us s i a  d u r i n g  t h e  F r a n co - Pr us -  
s ian  War ,  which began in J u l y ,  1870,  gave a d d i t i o n a l  im­
petus  to  t h e  C a t h o l i c  p a r t y  movement.  A f t e r  a s e r i e s  o f  
q u i c k  successes,  t he  German Empire was p r o c l a i me d  a t  
V e r s a i l l e s  on January  18,  1871- A f t e r  t he  war  ended 
Emperor W i l l i a m  1 led the  v i c t o r i o u s  army t hrough t he  
Brandenburg g a te  i n t o  B e r l i n ,  t h e  new German c a p i t a l .  Two 
J e s u i t  p r i e s t s .  Fa t he r s  N i x  and A s h e nb r en n e r , d e co r a t e d  
w i t h  t h e  I ron Cross ,  p a r t i c i p a t e d  in t h i s  t r i u m p h a l  en ­
t r a n c e .  C a t h o l i c  enthus iasm f o r  t he  v i c t o r y  and f o r  
German u n i t y  was on par  w i t h  t he  P r o t e s t a n t s .
The e r u p t i o n  o f  t h e  K u l t u r k a m p f  a g a i n s t  t he  Roman 
C a t h o l i c  Church soon d u l l e d  t he  enthus i asm o f  German 
C a t h o l i c s .  The N a t i o n a l  L i b e r a l s  c a l l e d  a t r u c e  d u r in g  
t h e  war  to  secure  n a t i o n a l  u n i t y .  Now t h i s  reason was no 
l onger  n e ce s sa r y ,  f o r  C a t h o l i c  B a v a r i a  was u n i t e d  to  
P r u s s i a  w i t h i n  t h e  new empi re .  F ur t her mor e ,  t he  successes
18 Bachem, op.  c i t . .  I l l ,  9 9 - 1 1 4 .  
^ ^ I b i d . . 121.
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o f  the  German a r mi es  were  a l s o  a v i c t o r y  o ver  C a t h o l i c i s m ,  
f o r  were  not  A u s t r i a  and France C a t h o l i c  c o u n t r i e s ?  Dur ing  
t h e  war  the  N a t i o n a l  L i b e r a l  press  c r i e d :  "Here  Germanism,
t h e r e  Romani sm!"^^ The v i c t o r y  was a P r o t e s t a n t  v i c t o r y .  
Dur i ng  t he  war  I t a l y  occup ied  Rome and t h e  pope l o s t  a l l  
t empora l  power ,  which many b e l i e v e d  s i g n i f i e d  t he  end o f  
t h e  papacy.  In 1866 t he  C a t h o l i c  c o u n t r i e s  o f  A u s t r i a  
and B a v a r i a  had s u f f e r e d  d e f e a t  and now France and the  
papacy- - how c ou l d  t h e  a n n i h i l a t i o n  o f  Roman C a t h o l i c i s m  
f a i l  in Germany? Th i s  a t t i t u d e  gave f u r t h e r  impetus to  
t h e  f o u n d a t i o n  o f  t h e  Ce n t e r  p a r t y  and C a t h o l i c s  emphasized  
t h e i r  p r e p a r a t i o n s  f o r  t h e  e l e c t i o n s  o f  1 8 7 0 . ^^
These e l e c t i o n s  were  h e l d  on November 16,  1870,  
b e f o r e  t he  p r o c l a m a t i o n  o f  t h e  emp i r e ,  but  a f t e r  t he  a s ­
surance  o f  v i c t o r y  ov er  France ,  The l eader s  o f  t he  o l d  
Pr uss i an  C a t h o l i c  ( C e n t e r )  p a r t y ,  August  and P e t e r  
Re i c h e ns pe rg e r  and Hermann M a l l i n c k r o d t ,  were  e l e c t e d .
Such promi nent  C a t h o l i c s  as Ka r l  von Sav i gny ,  F r e i h e r r  
S c h o r l e m e r - A l s t ,  and Ludwig von W i n d t h o r s t ,  and more than 
f i f t y  C a t h o l i c  d e p u t i e s  were  e l e c t e d  t o  t he  Pruss ian Lower  
House,
Be f o r e  t he  o r g a n i z a t i o n a l  meet ings  o f  t he  I mper i a l  
Rei c h s t a q , t he  l a s t  sess ions  o f  t h e  Nor t h  German Conf edera -
^ ° l b i d ,
^ h b i d ,  , 121 - 25 .
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t i o n ' s  Re i chs t ag  were  he l d  f rom November 24 to  December  
10,  1870. The purpose f o r  t hese  sess ions  was t h e  r a t i f i c a ­
t i o n  o f  t h e  t r e a t i e s  between t h e  v a r i o u s  s t a t e s  o f  the  
German Empire and P r u s s i a ,  M a l l i n c k r o d t  argued t h a t  be ­
f o r e  he could  v o t e  f o r  t h e i r  r a t i f i c a t i o n ,  he wanted  
d e f i n i t e  c l a r i f i c a t i o n  o f  t h e  p r i n c i p l e s  o f  f e d e r a l i s m  
and a c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  g u a ra n t ee  o f  r e l i g i o u s  f reedom.  He 
c l a i med  t h a t  t he  t r e a t i e s  w i t h  t he  south German s t a t e s  
d i d  not  c l e a r l y  d e f i n e  s t a t e ' s  r i g h t s  and concluded t h a t  
t h e  agreements p e r m i t t e d  t h e  growth o f  Pruss ian  m i l i t a r i s m
)  O
and i m p e r i a l i s m ,
A v o t e  o f  195 t o  32 r a t i f i e d  t h e  t r e a t i e s .  Wi th  
two e xc e p t i on s  t h e  C a t h o l i c s  vot ed  w i t h  t h e  m a j o r i t y ,  
C a t h o l i c  d e p u t i e s  c l a i me d  t h a t  t h e y  had voted  w i t h  t he  
m a j o r i t y  t o  o b t a i n  f u t u r e  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  guarant ees  f o r  
r e l i g i o u s  f reedom.  Bishop K e t t e l e r ,  not  a deput y ,  was 
foremost  in suggest i ng  t h i s  v i e w p o i n t .  As he saw i t ,  t h i s  
was the  o n l y  p o s s i b i l i t y  to  gain suppor t  f o r  f u t u r e  c o n s t i ­
t u t i o n a l  guar ant ees  f o r  t h e  C a t h o l i c s ,
Re s u l t s  o f  K e t t e l e r ' s  Leadership  
K e t t e l e r  i n j e c t e d  new l i f e  i n t o  C a t h o l i c  a c t i v i t i e s  
in Pr uss i a  and s l o w l y  t h e  d i s a p p o i n t me n t  o f  1866 wore o f f .
22 Bachem, o p , c i t , ,  I I I ,  1 2 8 - 2 9 .
^ L i I l i a n  Pa r ke r  W a l l a c e .  The Papacy and European 
Diplomacy,  1869-78  (Chapel  H i l l ,  Nor th  C a r o l i n a :  U n i v e r -
s i t y  o f  Nor t h  C a r o l i n a  Press ,  1948 ) ,  190,
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A f t e r  s h r i n k i n g  from p o l i t i c s ,  C a t h o l i c s  appeared upon 
t h e  p o l i t i c a l  scene in P r uss i a  w i t h  new v i g o r .  B e f o r e  t he  
e l e c t i o n s  f o r  t he  Pruss i an  Lower House,  t he  W e s t f ë l i sche  
V o l k s z e i  t u n g , e d i t o r i a l i z e d  on A p r i l  19,  1870,  t h a t  t he  
password in t h e  coming e l e c t i o n s  was C a t h o l i c . T h e  
Essen V o l k s z e i t u n g  on Oct ober  22 d e c l a r e d :  " E l e c t  c l e v e r ,
t r u e  C a t h o l i c s l  This  i s  t he  p r o g r a m . I n  t h i s  s p i r i t  
K e t t e l e r  led Pruss i an  C a t h o l i c s  to  a ccep t  t h e  r e s u l t s  o f  
pa s t  event s  and Pruss i an  l e a d e r s h i p  in Germany.
German U n i t y  and K e t t e l e r ' s  N a t i o n a l i s m
W i l he l m  K e t t e l e r  summarized h i s  ideas  on German 
u n i t y  and n a t i o n a l i s m  in h i s  book.  Pi e K a t h o l i  ken im 
deutschen Re iche:  EntwUr f  zu einem p o l i  t i  schen Programm,
which he p u b l i sh e d  in 1873 but  w r o t e  in 1870.  "At  t h i s  
t i m e , "  he w r o t e ,  " P r u s s i a  a l o n e  can accompl i sh  u n i t y .
He m a i n t a i n e d  t h a t  German u n i t y  under  P r u s s i a  was a step  
in t h e  c o r r e c t  d i r e c t i o n ,  f o r  i t  was a u n i t y  whi ch  was 
s t r o n g e r  than in t h e  Ho l y  Roman Empire.  A l thoug h  the  
German Empire was not  h i s  i d e a l ,  he w r o t e  t h a t  i t  was a 
u n i t y  o f  Germans and a u n i t y  o f  any t ype  was f a r  b e t t e r  
than d i s u n i t y . K e t t e l e r  c on t i nu e d  w i t h  t h e  same t r en d
^^Bachem, o p . c i t . .  I l l ,  130.
^ ^ I b i d . . 150.
2 6 | b i d .
^^The ci ted work, 8.
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o f  t h o u g h t ,  a t t e m p t i n g  to  conv i nce  h i s  f e l l o w - C a t h o 1i c s :
We C a t h o l i c s  must not  impede German u n i t y ,  f o r  
n a t u r a l  laws a r e  s e l f - e v i d e n t  and j u s t i f i e d .
Al thoug h  t h e  t r a i n  o f  e ven t s  has f i l l e d  an a n c i e n t  
f a m i l y  o f  Germans w i t h  a deep sorrow and a l s o  many 
a n c i e n t  German descendant s ,  we must a cc e p t  t he  
new o r d e r  w i t h  f u l l  c o n f i d e n c e ,  s i n c e  t h e  German 
pe op l e  have a r i g h t  a t  l e a s t  to  some k i n d  o f  
n a t i o n a l  e x i s t e n c e - - b e t t e r  t h i s  p a r t i a l  u n i t y  
w i t h  t he  hope t h a t  soon t he  a t t a i n m e n t  o f  our  
d e s i r e s  w i l l  f r e e l y  o c c u r , 28
Again and aga i n  t he  Bishop r e t u r n e d  to  t h i s  idea t h r o u g h ­
out  h i s  book:
My i de a l  was a German Empi re ,  in which t h e  r i g h t s  
o f  a l l  German peopl es  would have had f u l l  f reedom  
w i t h i n  a c o m p l e t e l y  u n i t e d  empi re .  I t  would have  
been an empi re  in which t h e  o l d  German r oya l  house 
w i t h  i t s  o l d  German t r a d i t i o n s  would have found  
a p l a c e , 29
The Bishop admonished C a t h o l i c s  and t h e  C e n t e r  p a r t y  t h a t  
t h e y  must not  p e r m i t  any group to  surpass them in l o y a l t y ,  
l o v e ,  and enthus iasm to  f u l f i l l  t h e i r  d u t i e s  in t h e  new 
German Empi re ,  d e s p i t e  t h e  " d i f f i c u l t i e s  C a t h o l i c s  have  
w i t h i n  t he  German Empire,"^*^
Then K e t t e l e r  enumerated a l l  t he  i n j u s t i c e s  a g a i n s t  
the  C a t h o l i c s  w i t h i n  t he  German Empi re ,  but  " a l l  t h a t  must  
not  p r e v e n t  us from p e r f o r mi n g  our  d u t y  and showing our  
l o y a l t y , " ^  He adv i se d  C a t h o l i c s  t h a t  one o f  t he  b e t t e r
^ ^ I b i d . . 14.
^ ^ I b i d , . 74.
^ ° l b i d . . 75;  a l s o  K a t h o l i k , I ( 1 8 7 1 ) ,  257.
^^Die  K a t h o l i k e n  im deutschen Re i ch e ,  7 5 - 7 7 ,
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ways In which t he y  could express t h e i r  p a t r i o t i s m  was to  
work c o n t i n u a l l y  f o r  the  f reedom and the w e l f a r e  o f  a l l  
German p eop l e .
In a Re i chs t ag  speech on March 30,  1871,  concern i ng  
t h e  German Empire he s t a t e d  t h a t  t he  German Empire was 
based upon sounder  f ound at i ons  than v i c t o r y  in war .  These 
wer e :  t h a t  t h e  Germans were  a "un i que  p e o p l e " ; t h a t  t he
German Empire r e s t e d  upon t he  Ho l y  Roman Empire;  and t h a t  
t h e  German peop l e  were  a p r o f i c i e n t  p e o p l e . 32 He concluded  
h i s  speech w i t h  a p l e a  in b e h a l f  o f  t he  m i n o r i t y  groups  
w i t h i n  t h e  German Empire.  He argued t h a t  t he  m i n o r i t y  
groups needed f u l l  f reedom and t h a t  r e c o g n i t i o n  o f  t h e i r  
c u l t u r e  was nece s sa r y ,  because t h e  Empire e x i s t e d  f o r  a l l  
German peop l es .
W i t h  emphasis K e t t e l e r  opposed p a r t i c u l a r i s m  w i t h i n  
t h e  Empire because " p a r t i c u l a r i s m  is  i n i m i c a l  to u n i t y . " 3 3  
Germans must d i s c a r d  p a r t i c u l a r i s m ,  " i f  we a r e  to become 
a f i r m l y  u n i t e d  n a t i o n . "3^ This  d i d  not  mean t h a t  t he  
Bishop opposed t he  c u l t u r a l  mores developed in c e r t a i n  
areas  o f  t he  Empi re ,  f o r  he emphasized t h a t  t he  c u l t u r e ,  
t h e  r e l i g i o n ,  and the  h i s t o r y  o f  each a r ea  was w o r t h w h i l e  
f o r  p r e s e r v a t i o n  and f u r t h e r  development .  The Empire had
3^Verhandlunqen des deutschen R e i c h s t a q e s , I I , 57-
58 .
^^Di e  K a t h o l i k e n  im deutschen R e i c h e , 18.
^ ^ i b i d . . 19.
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to  r eco g n i ze  c u l t u r a l  p a r t i c u l a r i s m ,  i f  t he  emperor wished  
the l o y a l t y  o f  a l l  h is  s u b j e c t s .  A l l  o f  t h i s  was t he  
n a t u r a l  bas i s  " f o r  a u n i v e r s a l  love  o f  t he  German F a t h e r -  
l an d , " ^ ^
Bishop K e t t e l e r  proposed f e d e r a l i s m  f o r  t he  German 
Empire in o r d e r  t o  p r e ve n t  s t a t e  a b s o l u t i s m  but  not  t o  op­
pose u n i t y  under  P r u s s i a .  He had one g r e a t  f e a r  f o r  a 
u n i f i e d  Germany- - t oo  much c e n t r a l i z e d  power.  However,  
K e t t e l e r  r ecogn i zed  t h a t  more was needed than a loose  
f e d e r a t i o n ,  f o r  t h i s  impeded t he  r i g h t  o f  s o v e r e i g n t y  f o r  
t he  German p e o p l e .  K e t t e l e r  proposed t he  n a t i o n a l  c o n t r o l
o f  customs,  t a x e s ,  f i n a n c e s ,  r a i l r o a d s ,  the m i l i t a r y ,  and
f o r e i g n  a f f a i r s .  In s t a t e  s o v e r e i g n t y  he d e s i r e d  a ba l ance  
o f  power and p r e r o g a t i v e s .  Bishop K e t t e l e r  summarized his  
ideas on t h i s ;
Undoubtedly  p a r t i c u l a r i s m  is  a g a i n s t  e v e r y t h i n g  
which produces a s t r o n g ,  w o r ka b l e  empi re ,  I have
always had t h e  idea t h a t  a f u l l  and a b s o l u t e
s o v e r e i g n t y  o f  a u n i t e d  German r o y a l t y  was a 
p o s s i b i l i t y ,  I have never  r e c o n c i l e d  t h a t  f u l l  
s o v e r e i g n t y  should be based upon f i n a n c i a l  power;
I have a lways s t r o n g l y  opposed t h a t  i t  should be 
based upon m a t e r i a l  power but  a lways t h a t  the  
German peop l e  have an i n a l i e n a b l e ,  h i s t o r i c a l  
r i g h t  to  be u n i t e d  i n t o  a German Empire under  a 
German emperor .  On the  same bas i s  I cannot  
imagine a p u r e l y  f e d e r a l i s t  r e l a t i o n s h i p  between 
an emperor and t he  1a n d e d - n o b i 1 i t y , , , , over
a l l  t he  s o v e r e i g n t y  o f  the  u n i t e d  s t a t e  stands  
t h e  i n a 1 i e n a b 1e r i g h t  o f  a l l  peop l e  w i t h i n  the  
German E m p i r e , 36
^ ^ I b i d , 
^ ^ I b i d , , 22,
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The r i g h t  o f  t h e  German pe o p l e  to s a f eg u a r d  t h e i r  f reedom 
and not  t h e  r i g h t s  o f  a s i n g l e  royal  f a m i l y  was t he  bas i s  
o f  s o v e r e i g n t y  in Germany,  The r i g h t s  o f  any s i n g l e  royal  
f a m i l y  wh e t h e r  Habsburg,  H o h e n z o l l e r n , W i t t e l s b a c h ,  o r  any  
o t h e r  was not  t h e  b a s i s .  In K e t t e l e r ' s  p l an  a l l  German 
royal  f a m i l i e s  shared e q u a l l y  in r oya l  p r e r o g a t i v e s ,
Conclus i ons
Cooper a t i on  and a s t r ong  l ove  f o r  Germany wer e  h i s  
watchwords f o r  e v e r y  German wh e t h e r  o f  r oya l  b lood o r  not.
He expressed h i s  p a t r i o t i s m  which he wi shed  German C a t h o l i c s  
to  emu l a t e - - f o r  t h a t  m a t t e r  e v e r y  G er ma n- - w i t h  such phrases  
as : " t r u e  sons o f  t h e  F a t h e r l a n d " ;  "a u n i t e d ,  g r e a t ,  s t r ong
and g l o r i o u s  Germany";  " t h e  s p i r i t  o f  t h e  German p e op l e " ;  
and " n o b l e  Germans," His  own words bes t  express  h is  
p a t r i o t i  sm:
A f t e r  my r e l i g i o n  my German F a t h e r l a n d  i s  the  
deepest  a f f i l i a t i o n  I have,  I am p r e p a r e d  to  
o f f e r  my c o u n t r y  t h e  s a c r i f i c e  o f  my per sona l  
i n t e r e s t s  and a l l  persona l  r e c o g n i t i o n .37
Bishop K e t t e l e r ' s  i de a l  was not  a u n i f i e d  Germany 
under  P r u ss i a  w i t h  t h e  t o t a l  e x c l u s i o n  o f  A u s t r i a ,  But  
K e t t e l e r  was a r e a l i s t .  I f  Germany was a b l e  to  become 
u n i t e d ,  a l t h o u g h  o n l y  p a r t i a l l y ,  under  Pr uss i an  l e a d e r s h i p ,  
then he would become t he  most l oy a l  o f  s u b j e c t s .  A l thoug h  
he d e s i r e d  u n i t y  o f  any t y p e ,  K e t t e l e r  opposed a b s o l u t i s m
37, b i d .
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o f  any k ind and s t r o v e  c o n t i n u a l l y  f o r  f reedom and t he  
saf eguards  o f  f reedom.  The Bishop may have overemphasized  
h i s  p a t r i o t i c  love  f o r  Germany.  The i n d i v i d u a l  w e l f a r e  
and l i b e r t y  o f  each and e ve r y  German concerned him.  I t  
was on t h i s  p o i n t  t h a t  K e t t e l e r  c la s h e d  w i t h  t h e  N a t i o n a l  
L i b e r a  1 s .
CHAPTER I I I 
GERMAN LIBERALISM AND KETTELER'S THOUGHT
German L i b e r a l i s m  is  d i f f i c u l t  to  d e f i n e .  Ruggiero  
in h i s  i n t e r n a t i o n a l l y  recogni zed  book,  The H i s t o r y  o f  
European L i b e r a l i s m , f i n d s  i t  d i f f i c u l t  to  p i n p o i n t  German 
L i b e r a l i s m .  Al though i t  possessed t h e  e x t e r n a l  forms o f  
L i b e r a l i s m ,  i t s  i n t e r n a l  d i s p o s i t i o n  was removed from 
European L i b e r a l i s m . ^  German L i b e r a l i s m  had a j u r i d i c a l  
concept i on  o f  t he  s t a t e  w i t h  a s p i r i t  o f  d i s c i p l i n e  and 
o r d e r .  R e c h t s t a a t , t he  s t a t e  a ccor d i ng  t o  her  r i g h t s ,  was 
t h e  essence o f  German L i b e r a l i s m . ^  For t he  German L i b e r a l  
f reedom was t h e  means t o  a h i gh e r  n a t i o n a l  end.  L i b e r a l  
f e e l i n g  combined w i t h  n a t i o n a l  f e e l i n g ,  in which t h e  monarch 
r ep r es e n t e d  the  u n i t y  o f  the  s t a t e .  Bishop K e t t e l e r ' s  
a n a l y s i s  may shed some l i g h t  in u nder s t and i ng  German 
Li b e r a l i  sm.
K e t t e l e r  was more a man o f  a c t i o n  than a pure  
t h e o r i s t ,  which is  a ppar en t  in h i s  b o o k l e t ,  Di e K a t h o l i  ken
The c i t e d  work ,  211 - 7 4 .
2 | b i d . . 253.
66
67
im deutschen Re iche;  EntwUr f  zu einem p o l i t i s c h e n  Pr o - 
qramm. The e n t i r e  purpose o f  t h i s  b o o k l e t  was t o  o u t l i n e  
a p o l i t i c a l  program o f  a c t i o n  f o r  German C a t h o l i c s  and 
a l s o  to p r es e n t  p r a c t i c a l  a d v i c e  f o r  i t s  r e a l i z a t i o n .  In 
h i s  t i me  t h e  f i r s t  i tem encountered  in t he  p o l i t i c a l  a rena  
was Conserva t i sm and Reac t i on i sm versus  L i b e r a l i s m .  In 
t he  t w i l i g h t  o f  K e t t e l e r ' s  p u b l i c  l i f e  t h e  r a p i d  r i s e  o f  
German S o c i a l i s m  was a s t r on g  f a c t o r  in German p o l i t i c s .
In t h i s  c h a p t e r  German S o c i a l i s m  is d e a l t  w i t h  o n l y  in so 
f a r  as Bishop K e t t e l e r  b e l i e v e d  t h a t  S o c i a l i s m  was t he  
l o g i c a l  r e s u l t  o f  German L i b e r a l i s m .  Dur ing h i s  l i f e  t he  
Bishop combated both.
The L i b e r a l i s m  Which K e t t e l e r  Opposed 
The term 1 i b e r a 1 ism has a wi de  range o f  c o n n o t a ­
t i o n s .  T h e r e f o r e ,  one cannot  d e f i n i t e l y  s t a t e  t h a t  K e t ­
t e l e r  was a n t i - l i b e r a l  in eve r y  sense o f  t h e  t e rm.  U s u a l l y  
the  p r i n c i p l e s  o f  the  French R e v o l u t i o n ,  c o n t a i n e d  in t he  
D e c l a r a t i o n s  o f  t he  R i gh t s  o f  Man, a r e  c on s i de r ed  t h e  Magna 
C a r t a  o f  modern L i b e r a l i s m .  But ,  whenever  gener a l  p r i n c i p l e s  
a r e  s t a t e d  in broad terms w i t h o u t  s p e c i f i c  d e f i n i t i o n s  o f  
those  t e rms,  t he  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s  o f  those  p r i n c i p l e s  a r e  
v a r i e d .  Thus,  one may i n t e r p r e t  these  p r i n c i p l e s  in such 
a manner t h a t  t h e r e  is  a s l i g h t  d i s t i n c t i o n  between  
L i b e r a l i s m  and S o c i a l i s m ;  o r ,  on t he  o t h e r  e x t reme ,  t h a t  
t h e r e  is a s l i g h t  d i f f e r e n c e  between L i b e r a l i s m  and Con-
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s e r v a t  i sm,
German L i b e r a l i s m  d u r i n g  t he  l a t e r  p a r t  o f  K e t ­
t e l e r  ' s  l i f e  may be g e n e r a l l y  c l a s s i f i e d  as Bourgeois  
L i b e r a l i s m ^  w i t h  t h e  un i que  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  o f  ext reme  
n a t i o n a l i s m ,  because i t  adapt ed  i t s e l f  more t o  t h e  p r o p e r ­
t i e d  and monied c l a s s e s  than t o  any o t h e r  group.  The 
r i c h  i n d u s t r i a l  c l a s s e s  were  t he  ma i ns t a y  o f  German L i b e r a l ­
ism and L i b e r a l i s m  f o r  i t s  p a r t  seemed f o r c e d  to  f u r t h e r  
t h e  i n t e r e s t s  o f  t h i s  c l a s s .  I t  f l o u r i s h e d  in Germany 
under  t h e  banner  o f  t h e  N a t i o n a l  L i b e r a l  p a r t y ,  K e t t e l e r  
a t t a c k e d  t h i s  t y p e  o f  L i b e r a l i s m ,  yet  he d e c l a r e d :
L i b e r a l i s m  uses such a r e p r e s e n t a t i v e ,  famous name,  
whi ch was h i g h l y  respe c t e d  by our  a n c e s t o r s .  Thus,  
L i b e r a l i s m  has a b e a u t i f u l  name. Who would not  be 
l i b e r a l  a cc o r d i n g  t o  t h e  meaning o f  t h e  word? P r i ­
m a r i l y  t h i s  name means to  s t r i v e  f o r  f reedom.  When 
i t  i s  taken in t h e  nominal  sense,  no i n s t i t u t i o n  
is more l i b e r a l  than t he  C a t h o l i c  C h u r ch , %
K e t t e l e r :  The Thomist
When one c o n s i d e r s  K e t t e l e r ' s  s t a t e me nt  t h a t  "no 
i n s t i t u t i o n  is more l i b e r a l  than t he  C a t h o l i c  Church, "  i t  
seems i l l o g i c a l  in t he  l i g h t  o f  t h e  p o l i t i c a l  pa th  taken  
by t he  C a t h o l i c  Church,  However ,  both s c h o l a s t i c  p h i lo s o p h y
^Guido de Rugg i er o ,  The H i s t o r y  o f  European 
Li b e r a l i  sm, t r a n s ,  R, G, Col 1 ingwood ( Boston:  Beacon
Press ,  I 9 5 9 ) ,  2 5 4 - 5 6 ,
^ W i 1 helm von K e t t e l e r ,  Li b e r a 1 i smus, S o c i a 1 ismus 
und C h r i s t e n t u m  ( Ma i nz :  Ki rchheim V e r l a g ,  1 8 / 1 ) ,  2,
Th i s  b o o k l e t  was based upon a speech,  d e l i v e r e d  t o  the  
General  Assembly o f  t he  C a t h o l i c  A s s o c i a t i o n s  a t  Mainz  in 
September ,  18 / 1 ,
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and fundamental  C a t h o l i c  t h e o l o g y  permeated t he  Bishop,  
K e t t e l e r  was one o f  t he  proponent s  o f  Thomism's r e v i v a l  
in t h e  n i n e t e e n t h  c e n t u r y .  In o r d e r  to  unders t and  K e t ­
t e l e r '  s p o s i t i o n  one must c o n s i d e r  some t e n e t s  o f  t he  
p h i l o s o p h y  o f  S a i n t  Thomas Aqui nas .  A l though S t .  Thomas 
c o n s i d e r e d  monarchy as t he  bes t  form o f  government ,  h i s  
b a s i c  p r i n c i p l e s  d i d  not  d i s q u a l i f y  o t h e r  forms o f  gover n ­
ment .  Thomas h e l d  t h a t  t h e  p r i m a r y  source  o f  a u t h o r i t y  
was God. God c r e a t e d  man, Thomas a r gued ,  w i t h  a f r e e  w i l l  
and t h i s  power o f  c h o i c e  was t h e  b a s i s  f o r  t he  m a j o r i t y  
o f  t h e  p e o p l e  t o  choose t h e i r  form o f  government .  The 
power o f  t h e  government  was r e l a t i v e ,  s i n c e  God was t h e  
o n l y  a b s o l u t e  power in e x i s t e n c e .  The government  e x e r c i s e d  
i t s  power as an agency o f  God thr ough  t h e  w i l l  o f  t h e  
p e o p l e . 5 As e a r l y  as t h e  s i x t e e n t h  c e n t u r y  a Thomi s t ,  
Fr an c i sc o  Suarez  o f  Granada ( 1 5 4 8 - 1 6 1 7 ) ,  argued t h a t  f o r  
t h i s  reason t he  pe o p l e  possessed t he  b a s i c  r i g h t  to  r e v o l t  
a g a i n s t  a t y r a n t . ^
In a b o o k l e t  p u b l i s h e d  in 1862,  Bishop K e t t e l e r
expressed T h o m i s t i c  i d e as ,  when he w r o t e :
The words o f  p r o g r e s s ,  b r o t h e r ho o d ,  e n l i g h t e n m e n t ,  
f reedom and e q u a l i t y  a r e  much misused terms but  
c o n t a i n  t he  h i g h e s t  i d e a l s  o f  mankind,  f o r  they  
c o n t a i n  a d i v i n e  and h e av e n l y  m e a n in g .7
^Johann G r e d t ,  De Elementa P h i l o s o p h i c a e  (2  v o l s . ;  
r e v .  e d . ; Rome: V a t i c a n  Pr ess ,  1 9 3 6 ) ,  I I , 7 5 6 - 6 9 .
6 | b i d . , 769.
^Wi l he lm von K e t t e l e r ,  F r e i h e i t ,  A u t h o r i t ë t  und
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From Aquinas he c o n t i nu e d  t h e  argument  t h a t  man was c r e a t e d  
t o  s t r i v e  a f t e r  t r u t h  and goodness.  C h r i s t i a n i t y  gave t he  
f u l l  and t r u e  meaning to  t h e  above t e r ms ,  s i n ce  i t  d e c l a r e d  
t h a t  God c r e a t e d  man in His  own image and l i k e n e s s ,  
C h r i s t i a n i t y  concluded from t h i s  b e l i e f  t h a t  mankind con­
s t i t u t e d  t he  f a m i l y  o f  God and t h a t  a l l  men were  equal  in 
the  eyes o f  God. Accord ing to  K e t t e l e r ' s  fundamental  t e n e t  
t h i s  was t h e  b a s i s  o f  a l l  p o l i t i c a l  l i f e . ®
The Freedom o f  Man
Again in agreement  w i t h  S t .  Thomas Aqui nas ,  Bishop
K e t t e l e r  d e c l a r e d  t h a t  the  h i g h e s t  d e s i r e  o f  man was f r e e -
dom--a f reedom based upon f r e e  w i l l  and d i v i n e  gr ace .  Th i s
freedom " i n  t he  C h r i s t i a n  sense is  comparable  to t h a t
preached to  m i s l e a d  t he  pe o p l e  in e v e ry  p l a c e ,  [he r e f e r s
to the  L i b e r a l s ]  but  f reedom is a c l e a r  beam o f  l i g h t
a g a i n s t  a d u l l ,  dense b ackgr ound . "9
As e a r l y  as October  h,  1848,  in a speech to t he
C a t h o l i c  members o f  t h e  F r a n k f o r t  P a r l i a m e n t  he emphasized
the  impor tance o f  r e l i g i o n  to f reedom:
R e l i g i o n  has n o t h i ng  to f e a r  from freedom; i t  w i l l  
again  gain i t s  t r u e  l u s t r e  t hrough f reedom.  I n ­
deed i t  i s  drawn under  t he  p r o t e c t i o n  o f  man and 
o f  t he  s t a t e ,  but  t h a t  i s  not  t he  p r o t e c t i o n  which  
was promised her .  She has d i v i n e  p r o t e c t i o n  and
Ki rche ( Ma i nz :  V e r l a g  von K i rc h h e i m,  1 86 2 ) ,  1.
G | b i d . . 2.
9 | b i d . , 7.
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indeed so much more than human p r o t e c t i o n  is  g iven  
h e r .  R e l i g i o n  can r e j o i c e  c o n ce r n i ng  f reedom;  f o r  
through i t  she w i l l  d i s p l a y  her  e n t i r e  s t r e n g t h  
and t r u t h ,  and e r r o r  w i l l  d i s i n t e g r a t e  as soon as 
one removes t he  l i m i t s  set  by s e c u l a r  power.
But as r e l i g i o n  needs f reedom,  so f reedom needs 
r e l i g i o n .  Whoever has e a r n e s t l y  examined the  
s i t u a t i o n  in s o c i e t y  must a g r ee .  I f  p e o p l e  do 
not  r e t u r n  to  r e l i g i o n ,  then f reedom cannot  be 
f r u i t f u l .  Only t he  Church,  C h r i s t i a n i t y ,  can 
l ead mankind to  t he  f u l n e s s  o f  f reedom.  We need 
not  s h r i n k  f rom any i n s t i t u t i o n  in t he  s t a t e ,  i f  
we b u i l d  s o c i e t y  upon r e l i g i o n . 10
In 1862 Bishop K e t t e l e r  w r o t e  t h a t  L i b e r a l i s m  o v er l oo k e d  
a p r i n c i p a l  i t em r eg a r d i n g  f r e e d o m - - " I n  man f reedom is  
bound to  d u t y . " ^ ^  He admonished h i s  r ead e r s  t h a t  t he  
genera l  f reedom o f  men drew i t s e l f  e s s e n t i a l l y  f rom t he  
f r e e  c h o i ce  o f  t he  a ve r age  man, through whi ch  s o c i e t y  ob­
t a i n e d  happi ness .
In t h e  same b o o k l e t  he noted  t h e  i n c l i n a t i o n  o f  
German C a t h o l i c s  toward r e a c t i o n  and K e t t e l e r  a t t e mp t e d  to  
c o u n t e r a c t  t h i s  t endency .  He reminded C a t h o l i c s  t h a t  t h e y  
must ne ve r  disavow a g i t a t i o n  f o r  f reedom.  Not  o n l y  was i t  
ne cessar y  f o r  C a t h o l i c s  to  ser ve  p o l i t i c a l  f reedom,  but  he 
emphasized t h a t  C a t h o l i c s  had to be t r u e r  t o  f reedom than  
s e c u l a r  L i b e r a l i s m .
^^Verhandlunqen der  k a t h o l i s c h e n  Versammlunq, I ,
161.
 ̂ ^ F r e i h e i t ,  A u t h o r i t ë t  und K i r c h e ,  8.
' 2 1 b i d . . 10.
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The Church and L i b e r a l i s m
Anot her  c o n s i d e r a t i o n  in r e l a t i o n s h i p  t o  K e t t e l e r ' s  
s t a t e me nt  t h a t  no i n s t i t u t i o n  was more l i b e r a l  than t he  
C a t h o l i c  Church,  i s  t h e  e n c y c l i c a l ,  Quanta C u r a , w i t h  t h e  
a t t a c h e d  S y l l a b u s  o f  E r r o r s  o f  1864 by Pope Pius IX ,  which  
condemned L i b e r a l i s m  in ge ner a l  te rms.  A l t hough  t h i s  docu­
ment i s  not  a dogmat ic  d e f i n i t i o n .  C a t h o l i c s  must re spe c t  
i t . ^ 3  A f t e r  1864 many C a t h o l i c s  i n t e r p r e t e d  t h i s  document  
as a condemnat ion o f  e c c l e s i a s t i c a l  L i b e r a l i s m ,  not  p o l i t i ­
c a l  L i b e r a l i s m .  S i nce  Pius  IX made no e f f o r t  t o  c l a r i f y  
h i s  d e f i n i t i o n  o f  L i b e r a l i s m ,  C a t h o l i c  s c h o l a r s  a r e  d i v i d e d  
in t h e i r  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  t he  S y l l a b u s . The p o n t i f i c a t e  
o f  Pope Leo X I I I  s t r e n g t h e n e d  t h e  p o s i t i o n  o f  C a t h o l i c  
s c h o l a r s  who i n t e r p r e t e d  t h e  document in t h e  n a r r owe r  sense,  
a condemnat ion o f  s e c u l a r  L i b e r a l i s m .
Pope Leo X I I I  e x p l a i n e d  t h e  T h o m i s t i c  p r i n c i p l e s  
o f  government  in h i s  e n c y c l i c a l s ,  Diuturnum l l l u d  (June  
29,  1881)  and Immor ta le  Dei (November 1, 188 5 ) .  These two 
documents emphasized t h a t  t he  Church was i n d i f f e r e n t  to  
t h e  form o f  government ,  as long as t h e  form was j u s t  and 
aimed a t  t h e  w e l f a r e  o f  a l l  c i t i z e n s .  The b a s i s  o f  man's  
f reedom,  Leo argued in agreement  w i t h  Thomas Aqu i nas ,  was 
t h e  v e r y  n a t u r e  o f  man h i m s e l f ,  s i n c e  man was a r a t i o n a l ,
^ ^ P i e t r o  P a r e n t e ,  An t o n i o  P i o l a n t i ,  and S a l v a t o r e  
G a r o f a l o ,  D i c t i o n a r y  o f  Dogmat ic T h e o l o g y , t r a n s .  Emmanuel 
Doronzo ( Mi l waukee :  Bruce Pub 11shing C o . ,  195 1 ) ,  275.
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s o c i a l  be i ng  w i t h  f r e e  w i l l . ^ ^  This  same t y pe  o f  Thomi s t i c  
t hought  permeated K e t t e l e r  and he f r e q u e n t l y  quoted Thomas 
Aquinas in d e a l i n g  w i t h  p o l i t i c a l  and s o c i a l  q u e s t i o n s .
Bishop K e t t e l e r  concluded h i s  d i s c u s s i o n  on the  
p h r a s e ,  "no i n s t i t u t i o n  is more l i b e r a l  than t he  C a t h o l i c  
Church , "  in t h e  i n t r o d u c t i o n  o f  h i s  b o o k l e t  a g a i n s t  L i b e r a I - 
i sm:
Freedom and e q u a l i t y  a r e  e s s e n t i a l l y  q u a l i t i e s  o f  
C h r i s t i a n i t y ;  not  t h a t  t h e  C h r i s t i a n  p r a c t i c e  o f  
t h e s e  q u a l i t i e s  i s  ap p ar en t  in i t s  h i s t o r y ,  but  i t  
i s  one o f  i t s  i n h e r e n t ,  b a s i c  concepts .  Th i s  may 
seem as t ound i ng  but  a l l  t h a t  i s  needed is  an i n ­
v e s t i g a t i o n  o f  t h e  gospel  o f  C h r i s t  and t he  e p i s t l e s  
o f  S t .  Pau l .  At  t he  t i me  i t  was a new concept  which  
C h r i s t  p r e se n t e d  to  t he  w o r l d . 15
German L i b e r a l i s m  P r i o r  to 1848
Bishop K e t t e l e r  d e c l a r e d  t h a t  German L i b e r a l i s m  
p r i o r  to  1848 d i f f e r e d  f u n d a m e n t a l l y  from t h a t  a f t e r  1848.  
" P e r m i t  u s , "  he w r o t e  in t he  i n t r o d u c t i o n  t o  h i s  b o o k l e t ,
L i b e r a 11smus. S o d a l 1smus und C h r i s t e n t u m , " t o  i n v e s t i g a t e  
t he  p e r i o d s  o f  German L i b e r a l i s m .  In i t s  p e r i o d  o f  growth  
p r i o r  to  1848,  L i b e r a l i s m  r ecogni zed t he  f reedom o f  the  
C h u r c h . " H e  concluded t h a t  under  t he  name o f  N a t i o n a l  
L i b e r a l s ,  i t  now a t t e mp t e d  to  d e s t r o y  t he  Church.
' ^ P h i l i p  Hughes,  The Pope's New Order  (New York:
The Macmi l l an  Co . ,  1944 ) ,  7 6 - 10 2 .
^^L i b e r a l i s m u s ,  Soc i a l l smus  und C h r i s t e n t u m , i n ­
t r o d u c t i o n  , i .
^^The c i t e d  work ,  4 - 5 ;  a l s o  Verhandlunqen des 
deutschen R e i c h s t a q e s , IV ,  111.
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Wi th  a few r e s e r v a t i o n s  K e t t e l e r  s t a t e d  t h a t  he 
coul d  adopt  the t e n e t s  o f  p r e - 1 8 4 8  German L i b e r a l i s m ,  Ac­
c or d i ng  t o  the  Bishop,  t he  e s s e n t i a l  p r i n c i p l e s  o f  p r e -  
1848 German L i b e r a l i s m  were  t h r e e f o l d :  f i r s t ,  a system
a g a i n s t  a b s o l u t i s m;  second,  a system seek ing f reedom f o r  
a l l ;  and t h i r d ,  a system f r e e  from t he  f i n a n c i a l  i n t e r ­
e s t s .  In t he  f i r s t  p l a c e  K e t t e l e r  d e c l a r e d  t h a t  p r e - 1 8 4 8  
L i b e r a l i s m  opposed a b s o l u t i s m  in p o l i t i c s .  In o r d e r  to  
p r e v e n t  a c e n t r a l  government  f rom e x e r c i s i n g  too much 
power ,  he h i m s e l f  advocated  f e d e r a l i s m  f o r  t h e  German 
E m p i r e . I n  t h e  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  sess ions  o f  the  Re i chs t aq  
in March o f  1871,  K e t t e l e r  urged t h a t  t he  c o n s t i t u t i o n  o f  
t he  German Empi re g u a ra n t ee  t h e  autonomy o f  each German 
s t a t e  in l e g i s l a t i o n  and a d m i n i s t r a t i o n .  The c e n t r a l  gov­
ernment  should o n l y  possess those  r i g h t s  which were  neces-
18s ar y  t o  m a i n t a i n  u n i t y .
Ba lance  o f  Power
According t o  Bishop K e t t e l e r  t h i s  t ype  o f  f e d e r a l ­
ism would best  p r o t e c t  f reedom,  f o r  e g o c e n t r i c i t y ,  which  
led to  t y r a n n y  and demagogy,  was t he  bas i s  o f  too much 
c e n t r a l i z a t i o n .  "Freedom,"  he w r o t e ,  " i s  in t he  h e a r t  o f  
e v e r y  man and i n t e r e s t  in man is not  a d e t r a c t i o n  o f  h is
^^Die  K a t h o l i k e n  im deutschen R e i c h e , 9-
^^Wi lhelm von K e t t e l e r ,  Die  Z e n t r u m s f r a k t i o n  a u f  
dem e r s t e n  deutschen R e i c h s t a q e ,~T!
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f r e e d o m . K e t t e l e r  c r i t i c i z e d  the  p o s t - 1 8 4 8  L i b e r a l s  
f o r  t h e i r  o b j e c t i v e  o f  a s t r ong  c e n t r a l  government ,  which  
he argued was c o n t r a r y  to t h e i r  premise  o f  f reedom.  The 
Bishop s a i d  t h a t  f e d e r a l i s m  gave s i n c e r e  r e c o g n i t i o n ,  not  
o n l y  t o  i n d i v i d u a l s  who were  c i t i z e n s  o f  t h e  German Empi re ,  
but  a l s o  t o  t he  v a r i o u s  i n t e r e s t  groups w i t h i n  t h e  Empire.  
Thi s  p e r m i t t e d  u n i t y  w i t h i n  t he  f ramework o f  t he  law in 
o r d e r  t h a t  no s e c t i o n  o f  government  c ou l d  p r a c t i c e  t y r a n ­
ny.
In o r d e r  to  g i v e  more b a lan c e  to h i s  t y pe  o f  
f e d e r a l i s m ,  K e t t e l e r  proposed an e l e c t e d  s e n a t e ,  in which  
each German s t a t e  had t he  same r e p r e s e n t a t i o n . ^ ®  This  
was c o n t r a r y  to t h e  a c t u a l  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n  in t h e  e x i s t i n g  
I m p e r i a l  Upper House.  In o r d e r  t h a t  t he  e x e c u t i v e  and 
l e g i s l a t i v e  branches o f  t h e  c e n t r a l  government  coul d  not  
become too s t r o n g ,  t he  Bishop advocated  an i m p e r i a l  supreme 
c o u r t ,  which c u r t a i l e d  t h e  power o f  both t h e  o t h e r  two 
branches o f  t he  government .  K e t t e l e r  concluded t h a t  t he  
p r i n c i p l e  o f  f e d e r a l i s m  was both C h r i s t i a n  and German and 
re pr es e n t e d  t r u e  f reedom.  Checks and ba l ances  would p r e ­
vent  t y r a n n y  on a l l  l e v e l s  o f  government . ^^
19 I b i d . , 6.
2 0 | b i d . , 8.
2 ) I b i d . . 11-13.
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Freedom f o r  A I ]
Bishop K e t t e l e r  agreed w i t h  t h e  second t e n e t  o f
p r e - 1 8 4 8  German L i b e r a l i s m :  f reedom f o r  a l l .  In the
f u n e r a l  sermon,  d e l i v e r e d  on September 21,  1848,  a t  the
b u r i a l  r i t e s  o f  t h e  ass a ss i ne d  F e l i x  F r e i h e r r  von Lichnowsky
and General  von Auer wa l d ,  he s a i d :
I hear  t h e  c r y  f o r  a u n i v e r s a l  f reedom,  I hear  
t h e  c r y  f o r  f reedom and I see men . , . murdered  
who dared to  speak f r e e l y .  . . .  I b e l i e v e  in 
t he  t r u t h f u l n e s s  o f  t h e  p r e s e n t  cause f o r  f r e e ­
dom, j u s t i c e  and h u m a n i t y . 22
He sought  l i m i t a t i o n s  in governmenta l  power which were
necessar y  f o r  t h e  p r e s e r v a t i o n  o f  i n d i v i d u a l  f reedom,  n o t ,
however ,  t hose  which K e t t e l e r  accused t h e  N a t i o n a l  L i b e r a l s
o f  a t t e m p t i n g  to  impose.  He w r o t e  t h a t  p r i o r  t o  1848 t h e
L i b e r a l s  wer e  w i l l i n g  to  g r a n t  t he  same f reedom t o  o t h e r s
which t hey  sought  f o r  t hemse l ves .  A f t e r  1848 t h e  N a t i o n a l
L i b e r a l s  o n l y  sought  f reedom f o r  t hose  who agreed w i t h  them;
anyone who d i s a g r e e d  opposed humani ty ,  c u l t u r e  and p r o g r e s s .
" L i b e r a l i s m , "  he w r o t e ,  "has d e c l a r e d  i t s e l f  i n f a l l i b l e  in
t h e s e  a r e a s , N a t i o n a l  L i b e r a l i s m  conc l uded ,  he s a i d ,
t h a t  i t  was necessar y  to d e s t r o y  e v e r y  i n s t i t u t i o n  which
d i d  not  c o n s i d e r  t he  s t a t e  a b s o l u t e .  As K e t t e l e r  saw i t ,
t h e  N a t i o n a l  L i b e r a l s  wished t he  l a r g e  f i n a n c i a l  i n t e r e s t s
to  be t he  s o l e  i n s t i t u t i o n  w i t h  p o l i t i c a l  power.
? 9
The c i t e d  sermon,  6 - 7 .
^^Li b e r a 1 i smus, S oc i a l is mu s  und C h r i s t e n t u m , 11-
12.
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This  was not  t he  k ind  o f  l i m i t a t i o n  to f reedom 
which the  Bishop o f  Mainz v i s u a l i z e d ,  s i n c e ,  in g e n e r a l ,  
hi s  arguments f o r  t he  l i m i t a t i o n  o f  f reedom were based 
upon the  norms o f  m o r a l i t y .  For K e t t e l e r  he ld  t h a t  God 
i n s t i t u t e d  two p e r f e c t  s o c i e t i e s  in t he  w o r l d ,  t he  Church  
and the  s t a t e .  When s t a t e  laws v i o l a t e d  God's laws,  then  
"one must obey God more than man."^^ I f  t h i s  genera l  norm 
o f  m o r a l i t y ,  which l i m i t e d  f reedom,  were  a p p l i e d ,  then  
" f reedom breeds o b e d i e n c e . "^5 |n t he  same sermon he d e ­
duced t h a t ,  i f  f reedom were  p r a c t i c e d  in t h i s  manner,  
"d i s o b e d i e n c e  becomes a sign o f  d i s c o n t e n t . "
L i b e r a l i s m ,  t he  Fa t h e r  o f  S o c i a l i s m
Al though V l a d i m i r  S o l o v i e v ,  t h e  Russian p h i l o s o p h e r ,  
d i f f e r e d  w i t h  K e t t e l e r  in h i s  i d e a l i s t i c  s o c i e t y ,  in which  
t h e  or t hodox  Church dominated t h e  s t a t e ,  they  agreed t h a t  
L i b e r a l i s m  was t he  f a t h e r  o f  S o c i a l i s m . T h e  Bishop a t ­
tempted to show t h a t  S o c i a l i s m  c a r r i e d  t h e  premises o f  
L i b e r a l i s m  to t h e i r  l o g i c a l  c o n c l u s i o ns .  "We must empha­
s i z e , "  he w r o t e ,  "one t r u t h .  S o c i a l i s m  . . . i s  f u l l y  
j u s t i f i e d ,  i f  the  p r i n c i p l e s  o f  L i b e r a l i s m  a r e  t r u e . " ^ ^
?hDer Kampf gegen d i e  K i r c h e ,  Sermon o f  November  
4 ,  1872; Verhandlunqen des deutschen R e i c h s t a q e s , IV ,  482 .
oc
Warum der  Sohn Got t es  Gehorsam- - d i e  Menschen 
Ungehorsam?, Sermon o f  January  6,  1845.
^^Li b e r a 1 i smus, Soc i a l ismus  und C h r i s t e n t u m , 13; 
a l s o  Verhandlunqen des deutschen Reichstaqes^ i V , 481 .
^^The Russian S l a v o p h i l s  used t h e  same argument
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The Bishop a d m i t t e d  t h a t  he had c on s i de r ed  whe t her  
an exper i ment  w i t h  S o c i a l i s m  " cou l d  mel low t h e  mi se r y  o f  
humani ty  in some m e a s u r e . H e  m a i n t a i n e d  t h a t  as a 
C h r i s t i a n  he possessed the  p r i v i l e g e  to  e x p l o r e  eve r y  
avenue which might  make men m a t e r i a l l y  more success f u l  and 
p r o g r e s s i v e .
S o c i a l i s m  Log i ca l  on L i b e r a l  Premi ses^^
Whereas he m a i n t a i n e d  t h a t  L i b e r a l i s m  c o n t r a d i c t e d
i t s e l f ,  t h e  Bishop c r e d i t e d  S o c i a l i s m  a t  l e a s t  w i t h  l o g i c a l
c o n c l u s i o n s .  L i b e r a l i s m  made t h e  s t a t e  r ep r e s e n t  God as
art a b s o l u t e  i n s t i t u t i o n  and a t  t h e  same t i me  spoke o f  t he
C h r i s t i a n  r e l i g i o n  and t he  Church.  "T h a t  i s  d e f i n i t e l y
a b s u r d , "  he w r o t e ,  " f o r ,  i f  t he  s t a t e  is God, then t he
e n t i r e  development  o f  t he  C h r i s t i a n  r e l i g i o n  is  sense-  
2Q
less."*^ S o c i a l i s m  he l d  t h e  same premise  o f  s t a t e  abso­
l u t i s m ,  but  " S o c i a l i s m  does not  wi sh  to  hear  about  r e l i g i o n ,  
t h e  Church o r  d i v i n e  s e r v i c e s .
Accord ing to Bishop K e t t e l e r ,  L i b e r a l i s m  he l d  t h a t  
t h e r e  was no e t e r n a l ,  d i v i n e  law above t h e  s t a t e ;  t h a t
a g a i n s t  L i b e r a l i s m .
^^L i b e r a l i s m u s , S o c i a l i  smus und Chri  s t e n t u m , 13.
2 9 | b i d . , 14-27;  a l l  ideas c on s i de r ed  from her e  to  
p.  94 a r e  based upon t h i s  book by K e t t e l e r  except  where  
a n o t h e r  c i t a t i o n  is  s p e c i f i e d .
^^Verhandlunqen des deutschen R e i c h s t a q e s , I V ,  482 .
31 I b i d .
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c i v i l  law was supreme.  The Church,  t he  f a m i l y ,  o r  any 
o t h e r  i n s t i t u t i o n  o f  s o c i e t y  possessed no o t h e r  r i g h t s  
than those  g r an t ed  by t he  s t a t e .
P r i v a t e  p r o p e r t y ,  s a i d  t h e  L i b e r a l ,  was an i n ­
a l i e n a b l e  r i g h t ,  but  t h e r e  were  e x c e p t i o n s .  The c o n f i s c a ­
t i o n  o f  Church p r o p e r t y  was p e r m i s s i b l e ,  s i n c e  p r o p e r t y  
r i g h t s  r e s t ed  upon c i v i l  law; but  t h e  p r o p e r t y  o f  t he  
L i b e r a l ,  f i n a n c i a l  group was u n t o u ch a b l e .  The S o c i a l i s t s ,  
on t he  o t h e r  hand,  l o g i c a l l y  r e p l i e d  t h a t  t h i s  was non­
sense.  They argued t h a t ,  i f  t h e  s t a t e  was t h e  o n l y  source  
o f  law and r i g h t s ,  i t  was a l s o  t h e  source  o f  t h e  r i g h t  to  
possess p r o p e r t y .  T h e r e f o r e ,  w h a t e v e r  t h e  s t a t e  dec i ded  
in regard  to p r o p e r t y  was l a w f u l ,  and t h e  S o c i a l i s t s  
l o g i c a l l y  recommended a d r a s t i c  change o f  both p r o p e r t y  
and i n h e r i t a n c e  r i g h t s .  A f t e r  a l l ,  c on t i nu e d  t h e  S o c i a l ­
i s t s ,  in t he  p r e s e n t  s i t u a t i o n  t o t a l  power was in t h e  hands 
o f  a few,  w h i l e  t he  g r e a t e r  p a r t  o f  humani ty  was in p o v e r t y  
and wan t .  S ince  t h i s  was ha r sh ,  inhuman,  and a n i g h t ma r e  
to  t he  common p e o p l e ,  a l l  p r o p e r t y  should be under  t he  
common ownership o f  a l l  men.
L i b e r a l i s m ,  a cc or d i ng  to  K e t t e l e r ,  r i d i c u l e d  t he  
i dea o f  e t e r n i t y  and t h e  concern about  r e l i g i o n .  L i b e r a l s  
s a i d  t h a t  m a t e r i a l  p l e a s u r e s  were  t h e  o n l y  d e s t i n y  o f  man.  
T h e r e f o r e ,  t h e  L i b e r a l s  s e i ze d  a l l  p o s s i b l e  r i c he s  in t h i s  
w o r l d  in o r d e r  to  accompl ish t h e i r  d e s t i n y ,  which was to  
o b t a i n  as much m a t e r i a l  goods and p l e a s u r e s  as p o s s i b l e .
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T h i s  enab l ed  t he  L i b e r a l  to be v e r y  s e l e c t i v e  o f  h i s  ma t e ­
r i a l  p l e a s u r e ,  s i n c e  n i n e t y  p e r c e n t  o f  mankind was deni ed  
t h i s ,  and s i n c e  t h e  L i b e r a l  be longed to  t h e  ten p e rc e nt  
who possessed more than enough.
In t he  form o f  K e t t e l e r ' s  r h e t o r i c  t he  S o c i a l i s t  
answered thus to  t h e  L i b e r a l :  we j o i n  you in r i d i c u l i n g
e t e r n i t y  and an e t e r n a l  reward f o r  t h e  har dsh i ps  o f  l i f e ;  
and s i n c e  you have t a u g h t  us so w e l l  t hrough your press  
and e d u c a t i o n a l  i n s t i t u t i o n s ,  we a l s o  r i d i c u l e  a l l  c l e r i c a l  
d e c e i t s .  I f  i t  i s  t r u e ,  however ,  t h a t  t h e r e  i s  no e t e r n i t y ;  
t h a t  our  e n t i r e  d e s t i n a t i o n  i s  h e r e ;  and t h a t  t h e  p l e a s u r e s  
o f  l i f e  a r e  e x c l u s i v e l y  h e r e ;  t h e n ,  i t  i s  an unprecedented  
c r im e  t h a t  n i n e t y  p e r c e n t  o f  mankind is  exc l uded  from the  
accompl ishment  o f  t h e i r  d e s t i n y  in l i f e .  Must t h i s  n i n e t y  
p e r c e n t  s a c r i f i c e  i t s e l f  f o r  t he  p l e a s u r e s  o f  t h e  ten p e r ­
cent? We S o c i a l i s t s  s t a t e  t h a t  eve r yone  must share  in t he  
p l e a s u r e s  o f  l i f e .  We S o c i a l i s t s  m a i n t a i n  t h a t  a l l  must  
c o o p e r a t e  t hrough an equal  share  in t he  work and in t he  
e f f o r t  and a l l  must shar e  in an equal  d i s t r i b u t i o n  o f  t he  
f r u i t s  o f  t h e i r  l a b o r .
"Of  c o u r s e , "  K e t t e l e r  c onc l uded ,  "what  L i b e r a l i s m  
s t a t e s  is u n t r u e . | f  t he  b a s i c  p r i n c i p l e s  o f  L i b e r a l i s m  
wer e  t r u e ,  t he  S o c i a l i s t s  would possess the  l o g i c a l  c o n c l u ­
s i o n s .  K e t t e l e r  w r o t e  t h a t  C h r i s t i a n i t y  adhered to an
3 2 | b i d . . 27.
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e n t i r e l y  d i f f e r e n t  p remise ,  C h r i s t i a n i t y  deni ed  t h a t  ma t e ­
r i a l  goods and p l e a s ur e s  wer e  t he  t r u e ,  h i g h e s t ,  and u l t i ­
mate goal  o f  man, f o r  t he s e  coul d  not  t r u l y  s a t i s f y  man, 
C h r i s t i a n i t y  taught  t h a t  t h e  possession o f  God a l o n e  con­
s t i t u t e d  man's h i g h e s t  goal  and was a l s o  t he  source o f  a l l  
f reedom.  In T h o m i s t i c  f a s h i o n  K e t t e l e r  s t a t e d  t h a t  man 
was more than a m a t e r i a l  be i ng;  he was a r a t i o n a l  being  
w i t h  t he  power o f  c ho i ce .
The Equal i  t y  o f  Men 
L i b e r a l i s m  wished t o  make a l l  men e q u a l .  But K e t ­
t e l e r  argued t h a t ,  i ns t e a d  o f  adherence  to  t h e  p r i n c i p l e  
o f  t o t a l  e q u a l i t y .  L i b e r a l i s m  e s t a b l i s h e d  a sharp d i s t i n c ­
t i o n  between men, based upon w e a l t h  and economic power,  
K e t t e l e r  argued t h a t ,  in r e a l i t y ,  t he  c l a s s  d i s t i n c t i o n s  
were g r e a t e r  now than in e a r l i e r  t i m e s ,  f o r  t he n ,  a t  l e a s t ,  
C h r i s t i a n i t y  and "German mora ls"  had compensated f o r  c l a s s  
di S t  i n e t  i o n s ,
This  phrase ,  "German m o r a l s , "  i s  an o u t b u r s t  o f  
K e t t e l e r ' s  n a t i o n a l i s m .  Such n a t i o n a l i s t i c  s t a t ement s  a r e  
s p r i n k l e d  t hroughout  the  B i sh o p ' s  sermons,  speeches,  
a r t i c l e s ,  books,  and l e t t e r s .  For example,  on September  
21,  1848,  in h i s  famous f u n e r a l  sermon a t  F r a n k f o r t  he de­
c l a r e d :  " I  know what  g r e a t ,  n o b l e ,  and n a t u r a l  t e ndenc i es
God gave our  German peop l e ,
^^Sermon a t  t he  f u n e r a l  o f  Lichnowsky and Auerwal d ,
5,
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The r e f e r e n c e  o f  K e t t e l e r  t h a t  C h r i s t i a n i t y  com­
pensated  f o r  c l a s s  d i s t i n c t i o n s  is  e x p l a i n e d  and c l a r i f i e d  
in s e v e r a l  o f  h i s  sermons.  In a sermon o f  Januar y  1, 1848,  
K e t t e l e r  s a i d  t h a t  C h r i s t  redeemed a l l ,  poor  and r i c h  a l i k e ,  
and a l l  were  equal  in t he  s i g h t  o f  C h r i s t .  The r i c h ,  to  
whom D i v i n e  Pr ov i dence  gave a s ur p l us  o f  m a t e r i a l  goods,  
had to  u t i l i z e  these  f o r  the  w e l f a r e  o f  t h e  w o r l d ,  i f  t he y  
were t r u l y  f o l l o w e r s  o f  C h r i s t .  C h r i s t  set  t he  example o f  
a u n i v e r s a l  l ov e ,  which p l a c e d  t h e  love  o f  t h e  poor  in t h e  
p r i m a r y  p o s i t i o n . F u r t h e r m o r e ,  "He [ C h r i s t ]  has e l e v a t e d  
human d i g n i t y  t o  such a h e i g h t  t h a t  He loved His  p o v e r t y .
In t he  same sermon t h e  Bishop repr imanded t h e  s t a t e  f o r  i t  
"has t o r n  t h e  wonder f u l  t a s k  [ c a r e  o f  t h e  poor ]  from t he  
Church and through t h i s  has i n f l i c t e d  a deep wound upon t he  
Church. "  E a r l i e r  he s a i d :  "1 have devoted my e n t i r e  l i f e
to  t h e  s e r v i c e  o f  t h e  poor ,  and t he  more I l ea rn  to  know 
them, t h e  more I l ea r n  t o  love  them."3& A l l  h i s  work f o r  
t h e  poor  was based upon t h e  gospel  o f  S t .  Mat thew,  c h a p t e r  
f i v e ,  v e r s e  t h r e e :  " B l essed  a r e  t he  poor  in s p i r i t ,  f o r
t h e i r s  i s  t h e  kingdom o f  h e a v e n . "37 Th i s  was K e t t e l e r ' s  
e x p l a n a t i o n  f o r  t he  s ta t ement  t h a t  t he  t e a c h i n g s  o f
3^Sermon,  L i ebe  Jesu z u r  Armuth,  December 25,  1847.
^^Sermon, Uber das AImosengeben, December 9 ,  1849.
3^Puneral  sermon,  F r a n k f o r t ,  September 21,  1848.
^7sermon,  L i ebe  Jesu z u r  Armuth,  December 25,  1847.
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C h r i s t i a n i t y  compensated f o r  e a r l i e r  c l a s s  d i s t i n c t i o n s .
The I n e q u a l i t y  o f  L i b e r a l i s m  
Bishop K e t t e l e r  a s s e r t e d  t h a t  c l a s s  d i s t i n c t i o n s  
in h i s  day were  becoming more and more pronounced because  
"mankind d i s c r i m i n a t e s  on t h e  bas i s  o f  money." The c r y  o f  
L i b e r a l i s m  t h a t  a l l  men were  equal  was f a l s e ,  f o r  p r o p e r t y  
in t he  hands o f  a few d i s r u p t e d  t he  e q u a l i t y  among men 
and t h i s  in t u r n  d i s r u p t e d  e q u a l i t y  on t h e  s o c i a l  and t he  
economic l e v e l  w i t h i n  e v e r y  s o c i a l  i n s t i t u t i o n .  L i b e r a l i s m  
was f a l s e  f o r  i t  d i s r u p t e d  e q u a l i t y  in t he  e n t i r e  p o l i t i c a l  
o r g a n i z a t i o n ,  s i n ce  t h e  r i g h t  to  v o t e  depended upon p r o p e r t y  
and economic power.  I t  d i s t u r b e d  e q u a l i t y  t hrough t h e  
power whi ch  i t  gave t h e  r i c h  o v er  t he  o r d i n a r y  c i t i z e n  in 
each and e v e ry  c o n d i t i o n  o f  p u b l i c  and p r i v a t e  l i f e .  I t  
even r u p t u r e d  e q u a l i t y  b e f o r e  the law,  about  which L i b e r a l ­
ism preached so e m p h a t i c a l l y ,  f o r  t h e  w e a l t h y  used a d i f ­
f e r e n t  means t o  p r o t e c t  t h e i r  r i g h t s  than d i d  t he  poor ,  
who f r e q u e n t l y  were  f o r c e d  to defend t h e i r  l eg a l  r i g h t s  
w i t h o u t  a s s i s t a n c e  o r  c ouns e l .
As a p r a c t i c a l  example o f  t h i s  i n e q u a l i t y  K e t t e l e r  
u t i l i z e d  u n i v e r s a l  m i l i t a r y  s e r v i c e .  He w r o t e  t h a t  t h e  
w e a l t h y  wer e  e a s i l y  a b l e  t o  g i v e  a year  t o  t h e  s e r v i c e ;  
t h e  poor  c ou l d  i l l  a f f o r d  to  do t he  same. The w e a l t h y  
c o n s c r i p t  was a b l e  t o  purchase  h i s  r e l e a s e  from a f u l l  
t h r e e - y e a r  p e r i o d  o f  m i l i t a r y  s e r v i c e ,  but  t he  poor  con-
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s c r i p t  had to  serve  t h e  f u l l  term because o f  l ac k  o f  money.
He concluded t h a t  in r e a l i t y  L i b e r a l i s m  c a l l e d  f o r
an immeasurable  i n e q u a l i t y  in t h e  d i v i s i o n  and use o f
e a r t h l y  possess i ons .  The Bishop emphasized t h a t :
i t  remains f o r  us,  who have t h e i r  v iew o f  e q u a l i t y ,  
to  he l p  the  unheard mass o f  mankind,  s i n c e  t hey  
( t h e  L i b e r a l s )  themsel ves  have c o n c e n t r a t e d  power  
i n t o  t h e  hands o f  a few,  who c o n t r o l  t h e  economic  
power o f  t he  e n t i r e  E m p i r e , 38
E q u a l i t y ,  a Moral  I ssue  
L i b e r a l i s m  and S o c i a l i s m  could  not  i ns ur e  e q u a l i t y ,  
K e t t e l e r  w r o t e ,  s i n c e  " t h e y  cannot  a r r i v e  a t  t h e  f u l l n e s s  
o f  t r u t h  and u n d e r s t a n d i n g "  about  e q u a l i t y ,  which e s s e n t i a l ­
l y  l a y  in t h e  a r ea  o f  m o r a l i t y ,  K e t t e l e r  u t i l i z e d  S t ,
P a u l ' s  l e t t e r  t o  Phi lomen t o  c l a r i f y  t h i s  p o i n t :  a f t e r  t h e
ba p t i sm o f  Onesimus,  Phi lomen had to look upon him,  not  as 
a s l a v e ,  but  as an e q u a l ,  as a b r o t h e r ,
For K e t t e l e r  the  C h r i s t i a n  v a l u e  o f  love  o r  c h a r i t y  
had to be t h e  b a s i c  p r i n c i p l e  o f  s o c i e t y . ^ ®  C h a r i t y  could
be more o r  l ess  p e r f e c t ,  but  t h e  e n t i r e  moral  l i f e  o f  man
depended upon i t s  i n t e n s i t y .  S i nce  C h r i s t i a n s  were  bound 
t o  look  upon each o t h e r  in c h a r i t y  as equal  b e f o r e  God and 
in C h r i s t ,  t hey  had t o  acc e p t  each o t h e r  as equal  unto  
t h e m s e l v e s - - t h e y  had t o  respec t  each o t h e r ' s  i n t e l l i g e n c e
q O
Li b e r a 1 i smus, So c i a l i s mu s  und C h r i s t e n t u m . 16,  
^ ^ E p i s t l e  o f  S t ,  Paul  to  Phi lomen,  verses  10-14 ,
^*^Sermon, L i ebe  Jesu z ur  Armuth,  January  1, 1848,
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and f r e e w i l l .  Every sermon o f  K e t t e l e r  which touched,  
even r e m ot e l y ,  upon t he  concept  o f  e q u a l i t y  c o n t a i n e d  
these  i deas .  This  concept  o f  C h r i s t i a n  c h a r i t y  a l s o  was 
the  bas i s  o f  h i s  s o c i a l  system.
I f  t he  r i c h  and t h e  poor  were to  respec t  each 
o t h e r ,  t hey  had to  a s s i s t  each o t h e r .  No i n d i v i d u a l  was 
ever  a b l e  to  a t t a i n  t he  o b j e c t i v e s  o f  l i f e  a l o n e .  This  
mutual  a s s i s t a n c e  was not  a t ype  o f  p a t e r n a l i s m  but  genuine  
bro t her hood .  The f r u i t s  o f  t h i s  e a r t h  were f o r  t he  w e l f a r e  
o f  a l l  and God i n tended t h i s  when He c r e a t e d  t he  e a r t h  and 
i t s  i n h a b i t a n t s .  An a t t e m p t  o f  c h a r i t y  on t he  p a r t  o f  
everyone  produced t h e  g r e a t e s t  amount o f  e a r t h l y  happi ness .  
In t h i s  a l l  men were  e q u a l .  L i b e r a l i s m  o n l y  sought  the  
w e l f a r e  o f  t he  m i d d l e  c l a s s ;  S o c i a l i s m ,  t h a t  o f  t he  work i ng  
c l a s s ;  but  C h r i s t i a n i t y ,  t h a t  o f  a l l ,
" L i b e r a l i s m , "  K e t t e l e r  w r o t e ,  "has shouted to us 
f o r  many year s :  e v e r y t h i n g  through t he  p e o p l e , "  s i n ce
Hegel  w r o t e  t h a t  t he  peop l e  as a s t a t e  were t h e  a b s o l u t e  
s t r e n g t h  upon t he  e a r t h .  W i th  t h e i r  password t he  L i b e r a l s  
fought  a g a i n s t  t h e  a u t h o r i t y  o f  God and s c o f f e d  a t  C h r i s t i ­
a n i t y ' s  phr ase ,  through God's g r ace ,  which t hey  m i s i n t e r ­
p r e t e d  as meaning a b s o l u t i s m .  But genuine C h r i s t i a n s ,  
K e t t e l e r  a rgued,  d i d  not  use t he  p r i n c i p l e ,  t h a t  God is  
t he  source  o f  a l l  a u t h o r i t y ,  as an argument  f o r  a b s o l u t i s m.  
The Bishop concluded t h a t  God was t he  source o f  a l l  a u t h o r ­
i t y ,  in so f a r  as e v e ry  a u t h o r i t y  e x e r c i s e d  i t s  power w i t h -
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in t he  scope o f  b a s i c ,  p o s i t i v e  laws and n a t u r a l  laws,  
which gave a u t h o r i t y  power f o r  t h e  development  o f  mankind.
For Bishop K e t t e l e r  t h e  s logan o f  L i b e r a l i s m ,  
" e v e r y t h i n g  through t he  p e o p l e , "  was a " f o r m u l a  f o r  a 
wi cked d e c e p t i o n . "  L i b e r a l i s m  had never  r e a l l y  m a i n t a i n e d  
t h i s  m o t t o ,  s i n ce  i t  m e r e l y  won i n f l u e n c e  o v er  a c e r t a i n  
s o c i a l  c l a s s ,  and d i d  not  r e p r e s e n t  t he  lower  c l a s s e s  and 
t h e  poor .  K e t t e l e r  suggested t h a t  t h e  s logan should be : 
n o t h i n g  through t h e  peop l e  but  e v e r y t h i n g  t hrough t h e  
r u l i n g  L i b e r a l s .  He added t h a t  S o c i a l i s m  l o g i c a l l y  r e ­
p l i e d  to  L i b e r a l i s m :  we a r e  t he  t r u e  l ea de r s  o f  t h e  p e o p l e ;
thus you lead your  ten p e r c e n t ,  t h e  p r o p e r t i e d  c l a s s ,  and 
we w i l l  l ead t he  n i n e t y  p e r c e n t ,  t h e  w o r k e r s .
The R e s u l t  o f  German L i b e r a l i s m  
K e t t e l e r  warned t h a t ,  a l t ho u g h  t he  N a t i o n a l  L i b e r a l s  
w i t h  t h e i r  smal l  group were  now in power ,  t he y  would not  
hold  t h a t  p o s i t i o n  v e r y  long.  For ,  i f  t he  H e g e l i a n  idea  
o f  t h e  s t a t e  remained t he  p r ep o n d e r an t  p h i l o s o p h y  o f  gover n ­
ment in Germany,  not  o n l y  would S o c i a l i s m  s e i z e  power from 
t h e  L i b e r a l s ,  but  worse r e s u l t s  wer e  in s t o r e  f o r  Germany.
I f  t h e  S o c i a l i s t s  assumed power ,  t h e y  would use t h e i r  
a u t h o r i t y  f o r  t h e i r  own w e l f a r e ,  as t he  L i b e r a l s  d i d .  This  
r e s u l t  was in t he  v e r y  n a t u r e  o f  t h i n g s ,  f o r  f a l s e  d o c t r i n e s  
o f  s t a t e ,  the  Bishop m a i n t a i n e d ,  a lways led to  t he  absurd.  
The w i l l  o f  t he  peop l e  had t o  possess u n i t y  on
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c e r t a i n  b a s i c  assumpt i ons ,  K e t t e l e r  a rgued.  In o r d e r  to  
p r e v e n t  a c e r t a i n  group from d o mi na t i ng  t h e  s t a t e ,  a l l  
had to  b e l i e v e  in God and p l a c e  t hemselves  under  His  law 
and work w i t h i n  t he  norms o f  C h r i s t i a n  m o r a l i t y .  W i t h o u t  
t h e s e  b a s i c  norms egoism became t h e  b a s i c  norm o f  a c t i o n .
"A pe o p l e  r oot ed  in egoi sm, "  t he  Bishop a r gued ,  "cannot  
become s t r o n g ,  because i t  d e s t r o y s  t rue  s o c i a l  c h a r a c t e r ­
i s t i c s . "  K e t t e l e r ' s  c o n c l u s i o n :  a l l  n a t i o n s ,  founded
upon egoism,  n e c e s s a r i l y  f e l l  under  t he  r u l e  o f  a s i n g l e  
p a r t y ,  which then reaped p r o f i t s  o n l y  f o r  i t s e l f .
In t h e  c o n c l u s i o n  o f  t h i s  b o o k l e t ,  L i b e r a l i s m u s , 
S oc i a l is mu s  und C h r i s t e n t u m , t h e  Bishop o f  Ma inz  e x h o r t ed  
a l l  Germans who loved t h e i r  c o u n t r y  to  oppose t he  German 
L i b e r a l s ,  s i n c e  t h e y  would e v e n t u a l l y  d e s t r o y  Germany.  
C h r i s t i a n s  had a moral  o b l i g a t i o n  t o  combat German L i b e r a l s ,  
s i n c e  by i t s  program o f  s e c u l a r i z a t i o n  and s t a t e  a b s o l u t i s m  
L i b e r a l i s m  wou1d d e s t r o y  t h e  C h r i s t i a n  f a m i 1 y . He ma i n ­
t a i n e d  t h a t  a l l  Germans must oppose compl e te  s t a t e  c o n t r o l  
o f  e d u c a t i o n ,  s i n c e  German L i b e r a l s  would use t h i s  means 
to ga in  c o n t r o l  o f  German s o c i e t y .  K e t t e l e r  warned t h a t  
Germany c ou l d  o n l y  save i t s e l f ,  i f  e v e r y  German s t r o v e  f o r  
t he  p r e s e r v a t i o n  o f  C h r i s t i a n  m o r a l s ,  l aws,  and c u l t u r e .
B e r g s t r Ms se r  and Pinson a g r e e  w i t h  Bishop K e t t e l e r  
t h a t  t he  N a t i o n a l  L i b e r a l  p a r t y  c o n t r o l l e d  t he  f i n a n c e s  o f  
Germany.  B e r g s t r ë s s e r  d e f i n i t e l y  s t a t e s  t h a t  t h e  N a t i o n a l  
L i b e r a l s  " c o n t r o l l e d  t h e  f i n a n c e s  o f  G e r m a n y . ^  Pinson
^ ^ B e r g s t r ë s s e r ,  Ges c h i ch t e  der  p o l i t i s c h e n  P a r t e i e n
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remarks t h a t  t he  N a t i o n a l  L i b e r a l s  were  "a p a r t y  o f  bankers  
and i n d u s t r i a l i s t s " ^ ^  and a f t e r  1898 t he  N a t i o n a l  L i b e r a l s  
became " i n c r e a s i n g l y  n a t i o n a l  and l ess l i b e r a l .
Const i  t u t i o n a l i  sm
W h i l e  Bishop K e t t e l e r  r e j e c t e d  some o f  L i b e r a l i s m ' s  
p r i n c i p l e s ,  he accepted  t h e i r  i n s i s t e n c e  upon c o n s t i t u ­
t i o n a l i s m ,  s u f f r a g e ,  and r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  government .  But  
he had a d i f f e r e n t  o b j e c t i v e ,  f o r  K e t t e l e r  s t r o v e  t o  s a f e ­
guard t he  f reedom o f  t he  Church from s t a t e  i n t e r f e r e n c e  
and t o  p r o t e c t  t he  poor from t he  r i c h .
The " C o n f l i c t  o f  Cologne" i na ugur a t ed  K e t t e l e r  on 
t he  road to  the  p r i e s t h o o d ,  in which o f f i c e  he f e l t  t h a t  
he could  best  proceed to  t he  de f ense  o f  t he  Church.  I t  
was in t h i s  s p i r i t  t h a t  he exh o r t ed  h i s  readers  t h a t  
C h r i s t i a n s  must never  g i v e  up p o l i t i c s  " w h i l e  the  r i g h t  
o f  t h e  Church and C h r i s t  is o p p r e s s e d . I t  was f o r  an 
assurance  o f  t he  Church's  f reedom t h a t  he admonished 
German C a t h o l i c s  to  suppor t  " u n i t y  through t h e  channels  
which events  have s h a p e d . "^5
In a d d i t i o n  K e t t e l e r  he l d  t h a t  a c o n s t i t u t i o n  was
in D e u t s c h l a n d , 142.
^^Pinson,  o p . c i t . ,  169.
4 3 | b i d .
^ ^ F r e i h e i t ,  A u t h o r i t ë t  und K i r c h e , 164.
^^Di e  K a t h o l i k e n  im deutschen Re i che ,  11.
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n ecessary  to p r e s e r v e  o r d e r  in s o c i e t y  and in t h e  s t a t e .  
Al though t he  p r e s e r v a t i o n  o f  t he  r i g h t s  o f  t h e  C a t h o l i c  
Church through a c o n s t i t u t i o n  dominated h i s  thought s ,  
K e t t e l e r  b e l i e v e d  t h a t  a j u s t  c o n s t i t u t i o n  p r eve n t e d  s t a t e  
a bs o l u t i s m o f  any k i n d .  He w r o t e :  "No t h i n g  c o r r u p t s  a
peop l e  so much as a b s o l u t i s m  in w h a t e v e r  form i t  appears .  
The h i s t o r y  o f  t he  pa s t  t h r e e  hundred years  proves t h i s . " ^ ^
Bishop K e t t e l e r  d e s i r e d  a happy medium. On t h e  one 
ext reme,  he opposed s t a t e  a b s o l u t i s m ,  which he d e f i n e d  as 
t he  misuse o f  s t a t e  power ,  and which was d e t r i m e n t a l  t o  
persona l  f reedom.  On the  o t h e r  ex t r eme ,  he opposed t he  
s p i r i t  o f  r e v o l u t i o n  and demagogy,  wh i ch ,  he h e l d ,  c a r r i e d  
t he  idea o f  f reedom too f a r .  The p r i n c i p l e  upon which t he  
Bishop based h i s  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l i s m  was t he  p r o t e c t i o n  o f  
t h e  r i g h t s  and f reedom o f  t he  i n d i v i d u a l .  His  b a s i c  norm 
was t h a t  t he  s t a t e  e x i s t e d  f o r  t he  w e l f a r e  o f  i n d i v i d u a l s  
and not  i n d i v i d u a l s  f o r  t h e  s t a t e .
In a p r a c t i c a l  manner,  K e t t e l e r  a s s i s t e d  t he  Cent e r  
p a r t y  in e s t a b l i s h i n g  a C a t h o l i c  agency w i t h i n  t h e  I m p e r i a l  
M i n i s t r y  o f  I n t e r i o r  and adopt i ng  a r t i c l e s  f i f t e e n  and 
e ig h t e e n  o f  t he  Pruss i an  c o n s t i t u t i o n  i n t o  t he  I mp e r i a l  
c o n s t i t u t i o n .  A r t i c l e  f i f t e e n  guarant eed  t h a t  " t h e  P r o t e s ­
t a n t  and t he  Roman Church as w e l l  as any o t h e r  r e l i g i o u s
46 |b id . ,  30.
47, b i d .
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group f r e e l y  r e g u l a t e s  and a d m i n i s t e r s  i t s  own a f f a i r s . " ^ ®
A r t i c l e  e i g h t e en  read:
The r i g h t  o f  n o m i n a t i o n ,  p r e s e n t a t i o n ,  e l e c t i o n ,  
o r  c o n f i r m a t i o n  in c onnect i on  w i t h  t he  f i l l i n g  
o f  e c c l e s i a s t i c a l  o f f i c e s ,  in so f a r  as i t  does 
not  p e r t a i n  to the  s t a t e  as such,  and i s  not  
based upon p a t r on a ge  or  s p e c i a l  l ega l  t i t l e s ,  is  
a br og a t ed .
By t h i s  l a s t  a r t i c l e  bishops a p p o i n t e d  p a s t o r s  w i t h o u t  
government  i n t e r f e r e n c e ;  but  a l l  u n i v e r s i t y  p r o f e s s o r s  
needed governmental  a ppr ova l  a f t e r  t h e i r  n o m i n a t i o n ,  s i n c e  
t h e  government  p a i d  t h e i r  s a l a r i e s .
In h i s  program f o r  German C a t h o l i c s  K e t t e l e r  i n ­
s i s t e d  t h a t  t h e  a d o p t i on  o f  a r t i c l e  f i f t e e n  o f  t h e  Pruss i an  
c o n s t i t u t i o n  by t h e  Empire was a n e c e s s i t y , A c c o r d i n g  
t o  t he  Bishop,  these  two a r t i c l e s ,  f i f t e e n  and e i g h t e e n ,  
g ua r an t ee d  t h e  autonomy o f  t h e  Roman C a t h o l i c  Church.  In 
h i s  book.  Die  Z e n t r ums p ar t e i  in der  e r s t e n  deutschen R e i c h - 
s t a q e , K e t t e l e r  emphasized t he  p r oceed i ngs  o f  t he  c o n s t i t u ­
t i o n a l  sess ions  o f  t he  German R e i ch s t a g  which took  p l a c e  
d u r i n g  March and A p r i l ,  1871.  Most o f  h i s  ideas concer n i ng  
c o n s t i t u t i o n a l i s m ,  f e d e r a l i s m ,  s u f f r a g e ,  and r e p r e s e n t a t i o n  
a r e  c l a r i f i e d  by h i s  a c t i v i t i e s  in t he  C e n t e r  p a r t y .
Dur ing the  two months o f  t he  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  ses-
A8 P. Sch u b ar t ,  D i e  Ver f assung und Ver wa l tunq  des 
deutschen Reich und des p r euss i schen  S t a a t e s  ( B r e s l a u :  
V e r l a g  von W i l h .  G o t t i .  Korn,  1900 ) ,  a pp en d i x ,  20.
49, b i d .
^^D i e  K a t h o l i k e n  im deutschen R e i c h e , 69.
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sions t h e  C e n t r i s t s  made a c on c e r t e d  e f f o r t  t o  i n c o r p o r a t e
t h e  g uar an t ees  o f  t h e  Pr uss i an  c o n s t i t u t i o n  o f  1850 i n t o
t h e  I m p er i a l  c o n s t i t u t i o n .  In t h e  m i d d l e  o f  March,  1871,
P e t e r  R e i c h e n s p e r g e r , t h e  spokesman f o r  t h e  C a t h o l i c s ,
p r e s e n t e d  a long mot ion to  t h e  assembly .  The r e s o l u t i o n
proposed t h e  i n c o r p o r â t ion o f  a r t i c l e s  f i f t e e n  and e i g h t e e n
i n t o  t h e  German c o n s t i t u t i o n . 51 For a r t i c l e  two o f  the
German c o n s t i t u t i o n  t h e  mot ion proposed t h a t :
Every  German has t h e  r i g h t  by speech,  w r i t i n g ,  
p r i n t  o r  p i c t u r e s ,  f r e e l y  t o  m a n i f e s t  h i s  o p i n i o n s .
No c ens or s h i p  w i l l  be e n f o r c e d ;  any n e ce s sa r y  law 
c once r n i ng  t h e  f reedom o f  t h e  p ress  w i l l  be p l a c e d
in t h e  b y - l a w s . 5 2
Freedom o f  speech and p r e s s ,  as t h i s  mot ion proposed,  were  
i d e a l s  o f  K e t t e l e r ,  and he i n s i s t e d  t h a t  t h e s e  two freedoms  
p r e s e r v e d  t h e  f reedom o f  r e l i g i o n . 53
Freedom o f  Press and Speech
In t h e  i n t r o d u c t i o n  o f  h i s  book,  Fre i  hei  t ,
A u t h o r i t ë t  und K i r c h e , Bishop K e t t e l e r  compl a i ned t h a t  t he  
enemies o f  t h e  Church u t i l i z e d  t h e  p ress  and speech as 
weapons a g a i n s t  C a t h o l i c s .  He admonished C a t h o l i c s  to  use  
t h e s e  f reedoms in o r d e r  t o  defend t h e i r  Church.  The i n ­
surance  and p r e s e r v a t i o n  o f  t he s e  two freedoms n e c e s s i t a t e d
^^Di e  Z e nt r um s pa r t e i  in der  e r s t e n  deutschen  
R e i c h s t a q e , 2 9 - 3 3 .
5 2 | b i d .
^^Verhandlunqen des deutschen R e i c h s t a q e s , IV,
483 ;  W i n d e l 1. op.  c i t . ,  51.
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t h a t  t he  C a t h o l i c  press promote t he  f reedom and e q u a l i t y  
o f  everyone  and r e p r es e n t  t he  p r i n c i p l e s  o f  p r o g r e s s ,  en­
l i g h t e n m e n t ,  and bro t her hood .  K e t t e l e r  b e l i e v e d  t h a t  the  
C a t h o l i c  press was bound to defend eve r y  suppressed r i g h t  
and e v e r y  oppressed person.
There were  two methods,  which coul d  p r e ve n t  s t a t e  
a b s o l u t i s m ,  e i t h e r  a r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  o r  a c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  
government ,  K e t t e l e r  adhered to  a combi nat ion  o f  t h e  two 
methods.  However,  he admonished t he  C a t h o l i c  press  in 
1862 t o  encourage a thorough d i s c u s s i on  in o r d e r  t o  i n ­
v e s t i g a t e  t h e  f a c e t s  o f  both methods.  In t he  same e x h o r t a ­
t i o n  he warned C a t h o l i c s  t h a t  t hey  should not  seek a 
p r i v i l e g e d  p o s i t i o n  f o r  t he  Church in t h e  s t a t e ;
The Church d o e s n ' t  need a p r i v i l e g e d  p o s i t i o n  
but  i t s  f reedom should a lways be c o n s t i t u t i o n a l ­
l y  r ecogni zed when t he  s t a t e  guar ant ees  f reedom 
o f  thought  and pr es s ,  f reedom o f  assembly and 
t he  f reedom t o  e n t e r  t he  r e l i g i o u s  l i f e  convent
or  mo n a s t e r y .54
Throughout  t he  debat es  o f  t he  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  ses ­
s ions  o f  t he  Rei c h s t a g , Bishop K e t t e l e r  a l s o  m a i n t a i n e d  
t h e  p r o t e c t i o n  o f  t he  r i g h t s  o f  t he  i n d i v i d u a l t o  which  
P e t e r  Re i chensperger  added;
We have done a g r e a t  deal  s i n c e  1866,  but  o n l y  
f o r  u n i t y .  I t  is now t i me  to t h i n k  o f  t he  de ­
mands o f  the  peop l e  f o r  f reedom.5o
^^Deutschland nach dem K r i e q e  von 1866 , i n t r o d u c ­
t i o n ,  i i i .
^^Bachem, o p , c i t . ,  I l l ,  1 6 .
S 6 | b i d . , 1 5 7 .
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K e t t e l e r ' s genera l  o b j e c t i v e s  o f  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l i s m  
and law wer e  the  guarant ees  o f  r i g h t s ,  t he  r e c o g n i t i o n  o f  
d u t i e s ,  and t he  a t t a i n m e n t  and maint enance  o f  peace w i t h i n  
t he  s t a t e .  N a t u r a l  law,  a c c or d i n g  to K e t t e l e r ,  was t he  
bas i s  o f  human r i g h t s ,  but  p o s i t i v e  c i v i l  law s p e c i f i e d  
t hese  in such a manner t h a t  a change in s t a t e  m i n i s t e r s  
d i d  not  endanger  fundamental  r i g h t s .  In a speech in t he  
Rei chst ag  on March 16,  1871,  he s a i d  t h a t  "we must gu a r an ­
t e e  t h e  r i g h t s  o f  t h e  p e o p l e . "^7 Wi th  e v e ry  r i g h t ,  how­
e v e r ,  each c i t i z e n  possessed a t w o f o l d  d u t y :  t o  work  f o r
t h e  common w e l f a r e  and to  p r o t e c t  t he  r i g h t s  o f  o t h e r s .
P r i o r  to the  f o r m u l a t i o n  o f  the German penal  code  
K e t t e l e r  demanded t h a t  t he  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  assembly d e f i n e  
t h e  l i m i t s  o f  governmental  powers to  p r o t e c t  i n d i v i d u a l  
c i t i z e n s  f rom an i n d i s c r i m i n a t e  use o f  t h a t  power.  When 
t h e  Rei c hs t ag  debated t he  ad o p t i on  o f  t he  proposed penal  
code and i t s  r e l a t i o n s h i p  t o  t he  c o n s t i t u t i o n ,  he remon­
s t r a t e d :  " I t  is a grave  du t y  to  pass a law; i t  i s  a doubl e
and even a t r i p l e  dut y  t o  pass a b a s i c  law f o r  t he  penal  
c o d e . "5^
The f i n a l  o b j e c t i v e  which K e t t e l e r  d e s i r e d  f rom a 
c o n s t i t u t i o n  was i n t e r n a l  peace.  He expressed t h i s  in t he  
Re i chs t a g  w i t h  an i n h e r e n t  t h r e a t :  " .  . . t h e  best  way to
^^Verhand1 ungen des deutschen R e i c h s t a g e s , IV ,  111.  
5 8 | b i d . . 481 .
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i n t e r n a l  peace in a s t a t e  i s  t h a t  t h e  s t a t e  passes no laws 
a g a i n s t  t h e  laws o f  God; then we a l s o  w i l l  n e ve r  rebel  
a g a i n s t  s t a t e  l aws , "^^
England;  K e t t e l e r ' s  Idea l
S i nce  England approached h i s  i d e a l ,  K e t t e l e r  be­
l i e v e d  Germany might  f o l l o w  En g l an d ' s  example.  There  is  
no e v i d e n c e  t h a t  he ever  v i s i t e d  England,  K e t t e l e r  r e ­
c e i v e d  h i s  i n f o r m a t i o n  concer n i ng  t he  E n g l i s h  l eg a l  and 
p o l i t i c a l  system from secondary sources .  Pr o b ab l y  h i s  
f r i e n d s h i p  w i t h  t h e  E n g l i s h  c o n v e r t ,  George P h i l l i p s ,  i n ­
f l u e n c e d  him.  Whatever  t he  case ,  K e t t e l e r  approved o f  t he  
E n g l i s h  system and d e c l a r e d  in t h e  R e i ch s t a g  :
England has given the  w o r l d  t h e  r ea l  s p i r i t  o f  
f reedom,  i . e .  t h e  f reedom o f  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l ,  o f  
t h e  f a m i l y ,  o f  t h e  group;  f reedom which is  an 
o r d e r e d  one through b a s i c  laws,  a f reedom which  
s t r i v e s  f o r  e q u a l i t y .  God g r an t  t h a t  t h i s  German 
Rei chst ag  w i l l  a l s o  f i g h t  f o r  t h e s e  b a s i c  f r e e -  
doms.
A yea r  l a t e r  he w r o t e  t h a t  he b e l i e v e d  in t h e  E n g l i s h  p r o c ­
ess f o r  o b t a i n i n g  p o l i t i c a l  r e dr es s :
I f  an a n c i e n t  law should be r ep ea l ed  in England,  
because i t  i s  he l d  to  be u n j u s t  o r  u n s u i t a b l e ;  
o r  i f  a new law is  sought ,  then c o m p a t ib l e  men 
meet and o f t e n  a f t e r  years  o f  d i s c u s s i o n  they  
f i n a l l y  reach a c o n c l u s i o n .  Through t h i s  k ind  o f  
pr oc ed u r e  t he  most i mp o r ta n t  laws in England have  
Been p a s s e d . " I
5 9 | b i d . , 479 .
GO| b i d . , 482 .
^^Das Rei chsgese t z  von Ju l i 4 ,  1872,  be t  r e f f e n d  
den Orden der  G e s e l 1s c h a f t  Jesùü 14- 15 .
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K e t t e l e r  a l s o  approved t h e  process in England wh e r e ­
by a c i t i z e n  possessed t h e  r i g h t  to form an a s s o c i a t i o n  in 
o r d e r  t o  conv i nce  members o f  P a r l i a m e n t  o f  t he  c o r r e c t n e s s  
o r  j u s t i c e  o f  a d e s i r e d  law.  Accord ing to t he  Bishop,  t h i s  
a s s o c i a t i o n  c o l l e c t e d  money to have l i t e r a t u r e  p r i n t e d  and 
d i s t r i b u t e d  to conv i nce  t he  p u b l i c .  This  process enabled  
any m i n o r i t y  group in England t o  a t t e mp t  an a l l e v i a t i o n  o f  
an i n j u s t i c e .  He emphasized t h a t  t h e  Germans should adopt
t h i  s p rocess .
Freedom f o r  A l l  A l though Misused
What wer e  t h e  f reedoms which K e t t e l e r  s p e c i f i c a l l y  
wished to  g u a r a n t e e  t hrough t h e  c o n s t i t u t i o n  and to whom 
were  t hese  f reedoms granted? In Die  K a t h o l i k e n  im deutschen  
Rei che  he w r o t e  t h a t :  " A l l  p o l i t i c a l  r i g h t s  which I recom­
mend f o r  C a t h o l i c s  in t h e  German Empi re ,  I a l s o  advocate  
f o r  a l l  o t h e r  r e l i g i o u s  s e c t s . H e  concluded t he  i n t r o ­
d u c t i o n  w i t h  t he  hope t h a t  " t h e  program I recommend f o r  
C a t h o l i c s  w i l l  become a program f o r  a l l  C h r i s t i a n s  in 
Germany
Bishop K e t t e l e r  c on s i de r ed  e q u a l i t y  b e f o r e  the law 
t h e  b a s i c  f reedom f o r  a l l  G e r m a n s . H e  complained t h a t
6 2 | b i d .
^^Die  K a t h o l i k e n  im deutschen R e i c h e , 70.
Ib i d . , i i .
^^Verhandlunqen des deutschen R e i c h s t a q e s , IV,  482 .
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many o f  t he  poor  r e ce i v e d  no a s s i s t a n c e  o r  counsel  in the  
c o u r ts  o f  law because o f  l ac k  o f  money.
Being a r e a l i s t ,  t he  Bishop o f  Mainz  was not  un­
mi ndf u l  o f  t he  p o s s i b i l i t y  t h a t  f reedoms,  which t he  con­
s t i t u t i o n  g r a n t e d ,  coul d  be misused.  When t h i s  argument  
ar ose  in t he  R e i c h s t a g , he expressed h i s  awareness t h a t  
anyone coul d  misuse any one o f  t he  g r a n t e d  f reedoms.  De­
s p i t e  t h i s ,  he argued t h a t  "we must g r a n t  these  t he  best  
way p o s s i b l e , T h e  f reedom which he cons i de r ed  had t he  
g r e a t e s t  p o s s i b i l i t y  f o r  misuse was t h a t  o f  the  p r e ss .
The Press
In K e t t e l e r ' s  mind,  t h e  C a t h o l i c  press  should do 
more than f r e e l y  express C a t h o l i c  d o c t r i n e .  He advocated  
a C a t h o l i c  press  which opened i t s  pages to a f r e e  d i s c u s ­
sion o f  a l l  p o l i t i c a l  and s o c i a l  q u e s t i o n s ,  but  would l i m i t  
i t s e l f  to  a C h r i s t i a n  approach to  t hese  q u e s t i o n s .  In the  
i n t r o d u c t i o n  to  F r e i h e i t ,  A u t h o r i t ë t  und K i r c h e , K e t t e l e r  
expressed h i s  norms f o r  the  C a t h o l i c  p r ess .  His  emphasis  
was upon i n s t r u c t i o n  but  not  upon t h e  swaying o f  p u b l i c  
o p i n i o n .  He opposed a f r e e  press  which dominated a p o l i t i ­
ca l  assembly.  He exc l a i med  in the  Re i chs t a g  t h a t  f reedom 
o f  t he  press  was a n e c e s s i t y ,  but  " t h e  o p i n i on s  o f  t he  
press  should not  i r r a t i o n a l l y  sway a p o l i t i c a l  assembly,
6 6 | b i d . , I I ,  111,
6 7 1 b i d , , IV ,  481 ,
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In t he  same speech he d e c l a r e d  t h a t :  "Freedom o f  press
should be g r a n t e d ,  a l t h o u g h  misuse w i l l  r e s u l t . " ^ ®
Freedom o f  R e l i g i o n
In spoken and w r i t t e n  words t h e  Bishop emphasized
t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  between t h e  f reedoms o f  assembly ,  speech,
and p r ess ,  to t h e  f reedom o f  r e l i g i o n .  In a Rei chstag
speech he s a i d  t h a t :
The s t a t e  has t he  du t y  t o  p r o t e c t  t h e  r i g h t  o f  
t h e  peop l e  to  assemble f o r  t he  wo r sh i p  o f  God.
And t he  s t a t e  must never  t h r e a t e n  t h i s  r i g h t  o f  
r e l i g i o u s  assembly in o r d e r  to  b r i n g  any group 
i n t o  l i n e . o 9
L a t e r  in t h e  speech he d e c l a r e d  t h a t :
As long as we C h r i s t i a n s  s t i l l  have t h e  r i g h t  to  
e x i s t  in Germany so long should p r e a c he rs  have  
the  r i g h t  t o  preach the  word o f  God w i t h o u t  i n t e r ­
f e r e n c e .  70
K e t t e l e r  adv i se d  C a t h o l i c s  t o  make t h e i r  p o l i t i c a l  program 
p u b l i c  and o p e n l y  d i scuss  p o l i t i c a l  q u e s t i o n s . I f  t h i s  
a d v i c e  were f o 1 l owed - -a s  he had demanded o f  t h e  f reemasons-  
i t  would a l l a y  s u s p i c i o n ;  open d i s c u s s i o n  f o s t e r e d  u n d e r ­
s tand i ng  and t h e  c l a r i f i c a t i o n  o f  i d e a s . ^2
In K e t t e l e r ' s  p o l i t i c a l  program f o r  t he  C a t h o l i c s
6 8 | b i d . . 4 8 3 .
6 9 | b i d . . 480 .
7 0 | b i d . , 482 .
Die  K a t h o l i k e n  im deutschen R e i c h e , 2.
7 2 | b i d .
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o f  Germany,  he devot ed much space to t he  f reedom o f  r e -  
l i g i o n .  In t he  i n t r o d u c t i o n  o f  t h i s  b o o k l e t  he d e c l a r e d  
t h a t :  " a l l  r i g h t s  which C a t h o l i c s  seek f o r  t hemselves
should be sought f o r  a l l  r e l i g i o n s . "73  Sever a l  years  
e a r l i e r ,  the  Bishop begged the Archduke o f  Baden t o  g r a n t  
a c o n s t i t u t i o n ,  s i m i l a r  to P r u s s i a ' s ,  in o r d e r  to g u a r a n t e e  
r e l i g i o u s  f reedom,  as w e l l  as t he  o t h e r  b a s i c  f r e e d o m s . 7^
In t he  f i f t h  a r t i c l e  o f  h i s  program f o r  German C a t h o l i c s ,  
K e t t e l e r  d e f i n e d  h i s  meaning o f  r e l i g i o u s  f reedom:  t h e
government  should r e c o g n i z e  a l l  C h r i s t i a n  r e l i g i o n s  and 
not  endorse  any p a r t i c u l a r  s e c t .  The f reedom o f  r e l i g i o n  
exc l uded  s t a t e  i n t e r v e n t i o n  in t h e  s e c t ' s  p r a c t i c e s  and 
b e l i e f s ,  as long as t he s e  d i d  not  i n t e r f e r e  w i t h  o t h e r  r e ­
l i g i o u s  g r o u p s . 75 The Bishop seemed a t  t imes to  o v e r ­
emphasize t h e  f reedom o f  r e l i g i o n  f o r  C h r i s t i a n s .  In a 
speech t o  the  Rei chs t ag  he s a i d  t h a t :  "Freedom o f  r e l i g i o n
is  necessar y  f o r  a l l  P r o t e s t a n t s  and C a t h o l i c s . " 7 ^  He made 
no a l l u s i o n s  to f reedom f o r  n o n - C h r i s t i a n s ,  except  in a 
b r i e f  f o r  t he  Pruss i an  Bar Exami na t i on  in which he advocat ed  
more f reedom f o r  t he  Jews.  The o n l y  r e l i g i o u s  o r  semi ­
r e l i g i o u s  group which Bishop K e t t e l e r  e x p l i c i t l y  condemned
7 3 | b i d . .  3 .
7 ^ Peutsch land  nach dem K r i e q e  von 1 8 6 6 , 119.
7 5 p i e  K a t h o l i k e n  im deutschen R e i c h e , 6.
7^Verhandlunqen des deutschen R e i c h s t a q e s , I I ,
112; W i n d e l 1, op.  c i t . ,  162-ëF!
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was f reemasonry .  The f i n a l  s ta t ement  on h i s  o u t l i n e d  p r o ­
gram f o r  German C a t h o l i c s  was: "Legal  p r o h i b i t i o n  o f  a l l
s e c r e t  s o c i e t i e s ,  e s p e c i a l l y  t he  F r e e m a s o n s . "77 |n 1866
he had e x p l a i n e d  t h a t :  "We do not  demand t h a t  t h e  s t a t e
suppress f reemasonry ,  but  o n l y  t h a t  t h e y  a r e  for ced  to  
make p u b l i c  t h e i r  p o l i t i c a l  program in o r d e r  t h a t  they  
w i l l  combat us p u b l i c l y  and o p e n l y , "7^
Hate and d i sse n s i o n  could o n l y  d i s a p p e a r ,  so the  
Bishop argued,  in an atmosphere o f  r e l i g i o u s  f reedom.  
K e t t e l e r  he ld  t h a t  i t  was necessary  t h a t  r e l i g i o u s  ha t e  
and d i sse n s i o n  d i sa p p e a r  in Germany in o r d e r  t h a t  Germany 
might  possess s t r ong  u n i t y .  S ince  t h i s  would s t rengt hen  
t he  Empi re ,  i t  was,  t h e r e f o r e ,  f o r  t he  b e t t e r  i n t e r e s t  o f  
a l l  to  g r an t  f reedom o f  r e l i g i o n . 75
Freedom o f  Assembly and Speech
For t he  Bishop freedom o f  assembly and freedom o f  
speech were i n t e g r a l l y  i nv o l v e d  in t he  f reedom o f  r e l i g i o n .  
However,  a t  no t i me  d i d  he u n d e r e s t i m a t e  t h e  need f o r  these  
f reedoms in t he  p o l i t i c a l  a r e na ,  f o r  K e t t e l e r  b e l i e v e d  
these  were needed f o r  t he  development  o f  the  German n a t i o n .  
In h i s  s tudent  days a t  Munich he became a member o f  t he
77wol fgang T re u e ,  Deutsche Par te ie nprogra m m e , 1861-  
1954 ( G b t t in q e n :  Musterschmidt  Wi s s e n s c h a f t 1i cher  V e r l a g ,
1 ^ ) ,  58.
7^Deutschland nach dem K r i e q e  von 1 866 , 115-16 .  
7 9 | b i d . . 25.
100
d i scu s s i o n  group which f r e e l y  debated p o l i t i c a l  and s o c i a l  
q u e s t i o n s .  In 1848 as a member o f  t he  F r a n k f o r t  P a r l i a ­
ment ,  K e t t e l e r  j o i n e d  t h e  " C a t h o l i c  C l u b , "  a group o f  
C a t h o l i c  r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s  who d iscussed t he  C a t h o l i c  v i e w ­
p o i n t  o f  t he  P a r l i a m e n t ' s  agenda.  When he assumed h i s  
d u t i e s  as Bishop o f  Mainz  in I 85O, K e t t e l e r  i mmed i a t e l y  
o r g a n i z ed  l ay  d i s c u s s i o n  groups throughout  h i s  d i oc es e .  
These o r g a n i z a t i o n s  d i d  not  o n l y  d i scuss  r e l i g i o n ,  but  a l s o  
t he  p o l i t i c a l  and s o c i a l  problems which c o n f r o n t e d  Germany.  
The e d i t o r s  o f  t he  H i s t o r i s c h - P o l i t i s c h e  B l o t t e r  in J u l y ,  
1853 , p r a i s e d  t he  work  o f  t he  Bishop o f  Mainz in t h i s  and 
encouraged o t h e r  German C a t h o l i c  d i oceses  t o  i m i t a t e  
M a i n z . T h e  C a t h o l i c  p e r i o d i c a l ,  Kathol  i k , in 1856 asked  
o t h e r  C a t h o l i c  communi t ies to f o l l o w  t h e  example o f  " p r o ­
g r e s s i v e  M a i n z . " 8 i  In 1861 Dr,  H e i n r i c h  in t he  Ma i nz er  
Journa l  p r a i s e d  Bishop Wi lh e l m von K e t t e l e r  f o r  h i s  a c ­
compl ishments in t h i s  k ind o f  work w i t h i n  t he  d i oc es e  o f  
Mainz .
Al though t h e  Bishop urged t h e  r i g h t  o f  r e l i g i o u s  
f reedom and t he  e x e r c i s e  o f  t he  f reedoms o f  speech and 
p r es s ,  he opposed t he  involvement  o f  r e l i g i o u s  d i f f e r e n c e s  
in t he  f i e l d  o f  p o l i t i c s . T h e  d i scu s s i o n  o f  r e l i g i o u s
3 3 .
^ ^ H i s t o r i s c h - P o l i t i s c h e  B l o t t e r ,  32 ,  844;  c f .  p.
G^K a t h o l i k . I ( 1 8 5 6 ) ,  I 90
I
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^^MaInzer  J o u r n a l , No. 186 (August  11,  1861 ) ,  6.
Verhandlunqen des deutschen R e i c h s t a q e s , I I ,  112,
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d i f f e r e n c e s  was r e l e g a t e d  to  t h e  r e l i g i o u s  spher e .  Wi t h  
t h e  e x c e p t i o n  o f  gener a l  g u i d i n g  p r i n c i p l e s ,  r e l i g i o n  
should  not  d i c t a t e  p o l i t i c a l  o p i n i o n .  Th i s  was emphasized  
by t h e  Bishop o f  Mainz  a f t e r  t h e  F i r s t  V a t i c a n  Counci l  
whi ch d e f i n e d  papal  i n f a l l i b i l i t y .  In r e p l y  to t h e  accusa ­
t i o n s  t h a t  a l l  devout  C a t h o l i c s  were  now o b l i g e d  to f o l l o w  
t h e  V a t i c a n ' s  d e c i s i o n s  even in t h e  p o l i t i c a l  sphere ,  
K e t t e l e r  issued a p a s t o r a l  l e t t e r  in h i s  d i o c e s e  which  
s e p a r a t e d  r e l i g i o n  f rom p o l i t i c s .  He r e i t e r a t e d  t h i s  in 
t h e  Rei c h s t a g , when he d e c l a r e d  t h a t  C a t h o l i c s  were  f r e e  
t o  express  themselves  in p o l i t i c a l  m a t t e r s ;  t h a t  i n f a l l i ­
b i l i t y  r e f e r r e d  o n l y  to  m a t t e r s  o f  f a i t h  and mor a ls  ex 
c a t h e d r a  and not  t o  p o l i t i c a l  and s o c i a l  m a t t e r s .
Pronouncements made in m a t t e r s  o f  f a i t h  and mora ls  
ex c a t h e d r a  a r e  a c t u a l l y  v e r y  r a r e .  S i nce  t h e  F i r s t  V a t i c a n  
Counci l  o n l y  one dogma, t h e  Assumpt ion o f  t h e  V i r g i n  Mary,  
was d e f i n e d  ex c a t h e d r a . The e s s e n t i a l  e l ement  i s  ex 
c a t h e d r a  which means t h a t  t h e  pope o f f i c i a l l y  and i n t e n ­
t i o n a l l y  w i t h  t he  p r e s c r i b e d  ceremonies  d e f i n e s  a m a t t e r  
o f  f a i t h  and mora ls  to  t he  C a t h o l i c  w o r l d .
S u f f r a g e
I n h e r e n t  in t he  f reedoms o f  e xp r es s i on  was the  
p r a c t i c a l ,  p o l i t i c a l  a c t i o n  o f  the  r i g h t  to  v o t e .  As a
^ ^ I b i d . . IV,  586;  W i n d e l 1, op.  c i t . , 2 1 8 - 2 0 .
85 C f .  P a r e n t e  and o t h e r s ,  o p . c i t . ,  29.
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Thomi st ,  K e t t e l e r  b e l i e v e d  t h a t  a l l  o f  t h e  f reedoms were  
based upon man's a b i l i t y  to a c q u i r e  knowledge,  to  u t i l i z e  
reason,  and to e x e r c i s e  t he  power o f  f r e e  w i l l .  On e v e ry  
l e v e l  o f  h i s  d i s c u s s i on  groups in t h e  d i o c es e  o f  Ma i nz ,  
K e t t e l e r  e x e m p l i f i e d  h i s  b e l i e f  t h a t  knowledge and ideas  
wer e  i mp o r ta n t  t o  s o l v e  s o c i e t y ' s  probl ems.  He encouraged  
a C a t h o l i c  press in o r d e r  to  p r omu l ga t e  i de as ,  t o  s t i m u l a t e  
t h o u g h t ,  and,  t h e r e b y ,  to  seek b e t t e r  s o l u t i o n s  to  t he  
problems which beset  German s o c i e t y .  W i t h  t h i s  in mind 
he advocated  u n i v e r s a l  manhood s u f f r a g e ,  but  h i n t e d  t h a t  
e d u c a t i o n  was n e cessar y  to  u t i l i z e  w i s e l y  t h e  r i g h t  to  
v o t e .
In Die  A r b e i t e r f r a g e  und das Chr i  s t e n t u m , K e t t e l e r  
d e c l a r e d  t h a t  W i n d t h o r s t  and he agreed on a d i r e c t  v o t i n g  
system a cc or d i ng  t o  t h e  p r i n c i p l e s  o f  d e mo c r a t i c  L i b e r a l i s m ,  
The Bi shop,  in a speech t o  t h e  Rei chst ag  on November 2,
1 8 7 1 , reasoned t h a t  a d i r e c t  e l e c t o r a l  system gave a t r u e r  
r e p r e s e n t a t i o n  o f  t he  pe o p l e  than an i n d i r e c t  one,  Wind­
t h o r s t  and K e t t e l e r  never  r e l i n q u i s h e d  t h e i r  p o s i t i o n  on 
a d i r e c t ,  u n i v e r s a l  manhood e l e c t o r a l  system.  Wi t h  few 
e x c e p t i o n s  t h e  C e n t e r  p a r t y  a ccept ed  t h e  i d e n t i c a l  p o s i - 
t i o n , ^ ^  There  was a l s o  a p o l i t i c a l  and p r a c t i c a l  reason 
f o r  t h i  s p r i n c i p i e .
Be f or e  t h e  e l e c t i o n s  o f  1874,  W i n d t h o r s t  dec i ded
^^Bachem, op, ci  t , , I I I ,  284,
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t h a t  more C e n t r i s t s  might  be e l e c t e d  to  t h e  Pruss i an  Lower  
House i f  t he  s u f f r a g e ' s  p r o p e r t y  and t ax  requ i rement s  were  
lowered.  In B a v a r i a  t hese  r equ i rement s  were  lowered in 
1867 and C a t h o l i c s  r e ce i v e d  a g r e a t e r  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n  in 
t h e  Bavar i an  P a r l i a m e n t .
As soon as t he  autumn session o f  t he  Pr uss i an  Lower  
House opened in 1873,  W i n d t h o r s t  i n t r oduced  a mot ion to  
a b o l i s h  t he  t h r e e - c l a s s ,  i n d i r e c t  e l e c t o r a l  s y s t e m. ^7 
Thus,  t he  poo r es t  c l a s s  o f  v o t e r s  would ga i n  more p o l i t i c a l  
power.  I n t r o d u c i n g  t he  mot ion on November 26,  1873,  he 
d e c l a r e d  t h a t ;  "As I see t he  s i t u a t i o n  a t  p r e s e n t ,  I am 
convinced t h a t  t h e  v o i c e  o f  t h e  t h i r d  c l a s s  pronounces a 
more m a s t e r l y  love  o f  j u s t i c e  than t h a t  o f  t h e  f i r s t  o r  
second c l a s s . H e  added t h a t  i t  was w i se  to  p l a c e  more 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  o f  p o l i t i c a l  consequence upon t h e  p o o r er  
c l a s s e s .
Th i s  mot ion and t he  accompanying speech embarrassed  
t he  L i b e r a l s .  The mot ion c o n t a i n e d  a p r i ma r y  p r i n c i p l e  o f  
t h e i r s .  But ,  s in ce  t he  German L i b e r a l  i n t e rc h a ng e d  t h i s  
p r i m a r y  p r i n c i p l e  f o r  t h a t  o f  German u n i t y  under  Bismark ,  
u n i t y  was t h e i r  dominant  watchword.®^ A c c o r d i n g l y  t hey  were
^ 7 1 b i d . . 283 - 8 5 ; t h i s  concurs w i t h  K e t t e l e r ' s  speech 
in Verhandlunqen des deutschen R e i c h s t a q e s , IV,  112.
^^Bachem, op.  c i t . ,  I l l ,  284.
^^Hans Kohn, Prophets  and Peoples (New York;
C o l l i e r s  Books,  1946)1 I 0 8 .
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in a di lemma,  e i t h e r  to  break  w i t h  Bismark o r  to  v i o l a t e  
a p r i n c i p l e .  T h e r e f o r e ,  s i n ce  t hey  were  in a m a j o r i t y ,  
the  measure was t a b l e d  f o r  f u r t h e r  s tudy .
Th i s  example shows some o f  t h e  i n f l u e n c e  which  
K e t t e l e r  had upon W i n d t h o r s t ,  s i n c e  W i n d t h o r s t ' s words  
were  t he  f a c s i m i l e  o f  t he  B i shop ' s  pronouncements.  Fur ­
the r mor e ,  K e t t e l e r  a lways encouraged t h e  use o f  p o l i t i c a l  
exped i ency  to  confound t he  enemy.
R e p r e s e n t a t i o n
Bishop K e t t e l e r  o u t l i n e d  a p lan f o r  r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  
government  in h i s  program f o r  German Cathol  ics.^*^ The 
plan c a l l e d  f o r  assembl i es  f o r  towns,  c i t i e s ,  d i s t r i c t s ,  
and a n a t i o n a l  p a r l i a m e n t .  The n a t i o n a l  p a r l i a m e n t  was 
d i v i d e d  i n t o  a s ena t e  and a lower  house,  which t h e  Bishop  
c a l l e d  t h e  "Peoples  House."  He advocated u n i v e r s a l  man­
hood s u f f r a g e  f o r  a l l  o f  t h e  assembl i es  except  t h e  n a t i o n a l  
sena t e .  He proposed e d u c a t i o n a l  requ i rement s  f o r  both t he  
e l e c t o r a t e  and t he  members o f  t he  s en a t e .  The Bishop d i d  
not  o u t l i n e  what  t hese  e d u c a t i o n a l  r equ i rement s  were ;  he 
me r e l y  made t h e  gener a l  s ug g e s t i on .
F e de r a l i  sm
in t he  I mp er ia l  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  sess ions  o f  March-  
A p r i l ,  187 1 , t h e  a c t i v i t i e s  o f  t he  Cent er  p a r t y  emphasized
^^Di e K a t h o l i k e n  im deutschen Re i che ,  6 0 - 7 0 .
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two o b j e c t i v e s ;  ( 1 )  t h e  de f ense  and t he  p r o t e c t i o n  o f  t he  
Roman C a t h o l i c  Church;  and ( 2 )  a t y pe  o f  f e d e r a l i s m  which  
gave t h e  c e n t r a l  government  o n l y  those  powers which were  
nece s sa r y  t o  p r e s e r v e  u n i t y . ^ ^  K e t t e l e r  w r o t e  t h a t  too  
much c e n t r a l i z a t i o n  was based upon e g o c e n t r i c i t y  whi ch  was 
t he  c o r n e r s t o n e  o f  t y r a n n y  and demagogy. "Freedom,"  he 
w r o t e :  " i s  in t h e  h e a r t  o f  e v e r y  man and i n t e r e s t  in man
is  not  a d e t r a c t i o n  o f  h i s  f r e e d o m . S t r o n g  c e n t r a l i z a ­
t i o n  would  t h r e a t e n  t h i s  i n d i v i d u a l  f reedom,  a cc o r d i n g  to  
t h e  Bishop.  F e der a l i sm a cc o r d i ng  to  K e t t e l e r ' s p l an  gave  
r e c o g n i t i o n  o f  f reedom f o r  a l l  who belonged to t he  German 
Empire and i t  p e r m i t t e d  u n i t y  w i t h i n  t he  f ramework o f  t he  
l aw.^^
The C e n t e r  p a r t y  and K e t t e l e r  wanted t he  i n d i v i d u a l  
German s t a t e s  to  r e l i n q u i s h  o n l y  t hose  r i g h t s  which were  
a b s o l u t e l y  n e cessar y  f o r  German u n i t y  and t h e  advancement  
o f  a l l  German s t a t e s .  P a r t i c u l a r i s m  was not  a p a r t  o f  t h e  
program o f  t h e  C e n t r i s t s  and o f  K e t t e l e r , I f  n e ce s s a r y ,  
each member o f  t h e  Cent e r  p a r t y  would o f f e r  t he  supreme  
s a c r i f i c e  f o r  t h e  E m p i r e . 95 The Ba v ar ia n  P a t r i o t i c  p a r t y ,
^ V i l h e l m  von K e t t e l e r ,  D i e  Z e n t r u m s f r a k t i o n  a u f  
dem e r s t e n  deutschen R e i c h s t a q e ,"TT
I b i d . , 6.
^^Bachem, o p . c i t . ,  I l l ,  116.
^^Di e Z e n t r u m s f r a k t i o n  a u f  dem e r s t e n  deutschen  
R e i c h s t a q e , 11 - 13 ;  Lbwenst e i n ,  op.  c i t . ,  321.
9 5 | b i d .
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a l t h o u g h  C a t h o l i c ,  d i d  not  j o i n  t he  Cent e r  u n t i l  1889 be­
cause o f  t h i s .  K e t t e l e r  and t he  C e n t r i s t s  d i d  not  a t t e mp t  
t o  compromise w i t h  t he  Ba v ar ia n s  but  the  Bishop d i d  w r i t e  
Di e  Z e n t r u m s f r a k t i o n  a u f  dem e r s t e n  deutschen Re i chs t aqe  
to  encourage t h e i r  e n t r a n c e .  Through Fe d er a l i sm,  Bundes- 
s t a a t , the C e n t r i s t s  and K e t t e l e r  wished to  i ns u r e  C a t h o l i c  
autonomy in a r ea s  where t he  C a t h o l i c  p o p u l a t i o n  was a 
m a j o r i t y . A c c o r d i n g  to  t h i s  t y pe  o f  f e d e r a l i s m ,  the  
powers which were  to  remain in t h e  hands o f  each s t a t e  
were  p o l i c e ,  t he  J u d i c i a r y ,  e d u c a t i o n ,  and f i s c a l  m a t t e r s .
Educat  i on^7
Two p r i m a r y  sources o f  c o n f l i c t  between the  German 
s t a t e s  and t h e  C a t h o l i c  Church d u r in g  t he  n i n e t e e n t h  cen­
t u r y  concerned e d u c a t i o n  and m a r r i a g e .  Wi th  s e c u l a r i z a t i o n  
t h i s  c o n f l i c t  was a c c e n t u a t e d .  On t h e  one ext reme,  the  
advocat es  o f  s e c u l a r i z a t i o n  d e s i r e d  t h a t  t h e  s t a t e  com­
p l e t e l y  dominate  t h e  Church on t hese  m a t t e r s  ; on the  o t h e r  
e x t r eme ,  a r d e n t  C a t h o l i c s  f e l t  t h a t  t he  Church should have 
c ompl e te  J u r i s d i c t i o n  in e duca t i on  and m a r r i a g e .  K e t t e l e r  
and t h e  Cent e r  p a r t y  opposed both ex t remes.  Both K e t t e l e r  
and t h e  Ce n t e r  p a r t y  f e l t  t h a t  a c a r e f u l  d e l i n e a t i o n  o f  
J u r i s d i c t i o n  was necessar y  in t hese  areas  in o r d e r  to  p r o ­
t e c t  i n d i v i d u a l  f reedom and t o  p r e s e r v e  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l i s m
^^Pinson,  op.  c i t . ,  157.
^ ^ P f U l f ,  op.  c i t . ,  3 3 0 - 4 4 .
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and f é dé r a  1 i sm.
Educat ion p l aye d  an I mpor t ant  r o l e  in t he  p lan o f  
Bismark f o r  t he  c o n s o l i d a t i o n  o f  Germany under  P r u s s i a ,
This  meant t he  e x t e n s i o n  o f  t h e  Pruss i an  system o f  educa­
t i o n  to  a l l  o f  G e r m a n y , E d u c a t i o n ,  c a r e f u l l y  f o s t e r e d  
by t he  government ,  would do t he  government ' s  work,
Tr e i  t schke  advocated  t h a t  a devout  and e a r n e s t  a t t achment  
to t he  s t a t e ,  nece s sa r y  f o r  t he  r e a l i z a t i o n  o f  German 
i d e a l s ,  had to be i n c u l c a t e d  i n t o  t he  h e a r t s  o f  t he  younger  
g e n e r a t i o n .  Textbooks and i n s t r u c t i o n  would e n f o r c e  upon 
the  younger g e n e r a t i o n  t he  Pruss i an  i d e a l s  o f  e f f i c i e n c y ,  
o r d e r ,  and f o r c e , ^9
The f e d e r a l i s m  and d e c e n t r a l i z a t i o n  which K e t t e l e r  
advocated opposed t h i s  i d e a l .  Fur t he r mor e ,  t he  Bishop 
he l d  t h a t  C a t h o l i c  p a r e n t s  had t he  r i g h t  to  educat e  t h e i r  
c h i l d r e n  as C a t h o l i c s ,  T h e r e f o r e ,  r e l i g i o u s  schools whe t her  
C a t h o l i c  o r  not  had the  r i g h t  o f  e x i s t e n c e , K e t t e l e r  
w r o t e  t h a t  t he  i nvolvement  o f  t he  Church in educa t i on  was 
a p a r t  o f  i t s  n a t u r e .  The s t a t e  possessed no monopoly in 
t h i s  a r e a ,  s i n ce  p a r e n t s  had t he  f i r s t  r i g h t  o f  e d uc a t i o n .  
The i mpor t ant  du t y  o f  t he  s t a t e  in educa t i on  was t h a t  i t
H, G, Good, H i s t o r y  o f  Western Educat ion (New 
York:  The Macmi l l an  C o , , 1 948 ) ,  3 2 6 - 2 7 ;  El lwood Cubber l ev ,
H i s t o r y  o f  Educat ion (Boston:  Houqhton M i f f l i n  C o , , 1920 ) ,
5'8™ ' ----------------
^^Smi t h ,  o p , ci  t , ,  148; Kohn, P r o p h e t s , 110-112 ,
^^^Bachem, o p , c i  t , ,  I I I ,  101,
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make e d u ca t i o n a l  f a c i l i t i e s  a v a i l a b l e  f o r  a l l  ci  t  i z e n s . ^
M a r r i a q e ^Ô
As a C a t h o l i c  bishop K e t t e l e r  adhered t o  t he  t r a d i ­
t i o n a l  t e a ch i n g  o f  t h e  Church concer n i ng  m a r r i a g e :  mar ­
r i a g e  had God as i t s  a u t h o r .  M a r r i a g e  was a c o n t r a c t  t h a t  
was e s s e n t i a l l y  sacred by i t s  v e r y  n a t u r e ,  but  i t  a l s o  was 
a c o n t r a c t  t h a t  o f  n e c e s s i t y  possessed c i v i l  and temporal  
e f f e c t s ,  such as p r o p e r t y ,  i n v es t me n t s ,  e t c .  M a r r i a g e  was
t h e  b a s i s  f o r  a f a m i l y  and t h e  f a m i l y  was t h e  b a s i s  o f
soci  e t y .
The Church,  t h e r e f o r e ,  recogn i zed  t h a t  t h e  s t a t e  
possessed an i n t e r e s t  in m a r r i a g e ,  but  t h e  s t a t e  had d u t i e s  
as w e l l  as r i g h t s .  G e n e r a l l y ,  t he  s t a t e  possessed t he  duty  
t o  sa f eguar d  t h e  temporal  w e l f a r e  o f  m a r r i a g e .  The sphere  
o f  t h e  s t a t e ' s  a c t i o n  was d i s t i n c t  f rom t h a t  o f  t h e  Church 
and each was e n t i r e l y  f r e e  in i t s  own sphere .
The p r i ma r y  p o i n t s  o f  c o n f l i c t  i n v o l v e d  t he  mar ­
r i a g e  ceremony and mixed m a r r i a g e s ,  K e t t e l e r  and the  
C e n t r i s t s  wished t h a t  a C a t h o l i c  p r i e s t  be r ecogn i zed  as a 
s t a t e  o f f i c i a l  when he o f f i c i a t e d  a t  a m a r r i a g e  and wished  
t h e  canon law i nc o r p o r a t e d  i n t o  German c i v i l  law,
^^^Deutschland nach dem K r i e q e  von 1 86 6 , 27 ( ? ) ;  
a l s o  c f ,  pp,  4b and 8?,
^®^A11 t hese  concepts  on m a r r i a g e  f rom Hughes,  op,  
ci  t , ,  168-74 ,
l ° ^ C f ,  p.  15.
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C h u r c h - S t a t e  R e l a t i o n s h i p ^
The ideas o f  Bishop K e t t e l e r  p o r t r a y  in p r a c t i c a l  
terms h i s  concept  o f  C h u r c h - s t a t e  r e l a t i o n s h i p .  As in 
s o c i a l  t h e o r y ,  t h e  Bishop in t h i s  I n s t a n c e  was t h e  p r e ­
c u r s o r  o f  Pope Leo X I I 1. For bo t h ,  t h e  Church and t h e  
s t a t e  were  two p e r f e c t  s o c i e t i e s  t h a t  were bound to  f u l f i l l  
t h e  r equ i rement s  o f  human s o c i e t y .  The s t a t e ' s  a r e a  was 
p r e d o m i n a n t l y  in t he  m a t e r i a l  o r  temporal  rea lm;  t h e  Church,  
in t h e  s p i r i t u a l  one.  In h i s  a c t i o n s  K e t t e l e r  showed h i s  
awareness t h a t  in c e r t a i n  a reas  t h e i r  r e s p e c t i v e  j u r i s d i c ­
t i o n s  o v e r l a p p e d .  In a l e t t e r  t o  C a r d i n a l  Re i s a c h ,  h i s  
f ormer  s p i r i t u a l  a d v i s o r ,  da t ed  December 4 ,  1856,  Bishop  
K e t t e l e r  suggested t h a t  in t he  case o f  o v e r l a p p i n g  j u r i s ­
d i c t i o n s  t he  e c c l e s i a s t i c a l  and s e c u l a r  o f f i c i a l s  should  
a r r i v e  a t  mutual  agreements by d i s c u s s i o n s .
I mmedi a t e l y  upon h i s  i n s t a l l a t i o n  as Bishop o f  Mainz  
in 1850,  K e t t e l e r  proceeded t o  put  h i s  p r i n c i p l e  i n t o  p r a c ­
t i c e  and c o m p l e t e l y  ignored t he  Hesse government  in t h e  a d ­
m i n i s t r a t i o n  o f  h i s  d i oc es e .  By t h i s  compl e t e  d i s r e g a r d  
f o r  t h e  Hesse government ,  he seemed to  d e s i r e  and to  f o r c e  
t h e  c o n f l i c t i n g  i ssues t o  come to  a c l i m a x  and t o  f o r c e  a 
c o n f e r e n c e  f o r  t h e i r  s o l u t i o n .
The Hesse government  r e q u i r e d  a l l  c a n d i d a t e s  f o r  
t h e  C a t h o l i c  p r i e s t h o o d  to  a t t e n d  t he  t h e o l o g i c a l  school
104 P f U l f ,  op . c i t . ,  I ,  344-66;  c f .  pp. 31- 32 .
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a t  t he  U n i v e r s i t y  o f  Giessen.  In K e t t e l e r ' s  f i r s t  move,  
he r e c a l l e d  a l l  o f  h is  t h e o l o g i c a l  s t udent s  from the  u n i ­
v e r s i t y  and e s t a b l i s h e d  a seminary o f  h i s  own. F u r t h e r ­
more,  the  government  o f  Hesse e x e r c i s e d  t he  p r i v i l e g e  to  
c o n f i r m  p a s t o r a l  appo i n t ment s .  Wi t h o u t  pe r miss i on  o f  t h e  
government ,  K e t t e l e r  convoked a meet ing  o f  t h e  p r i e s t s  o f  
hi s  d i o c e s e  and f i l l e d  a l l  vacant  p a s t o r a t e s .
S h o r t l y  a f t e r ,  M i n i s t e r  Da l wi gk  o f  Hesse and t he  
B i sh o p ' s  r e p r e s e n t a t i v e ,  Ch r i s t o p h  Moufang,  met and o u t ­
l i n e d  the  l i m i t s  o f  t h e i r  r e s p e c t i v e  j u r i s d i c t i o n s  in t he  
Mai n z - D a r m s t ë d t e r  c on ve n t i on .  By t h i s  agreement  t he  Bishop  
f r e e l y  a d m i n i s t e r e d  h i s  d i ocese  in s t r i c t l y  r e l i g i o u s  mat ­
t e r s .  K e t t e l e r  o b t a i n e d  complete  f reedom in p a s t o r a l  a p ­
po i nt ment s  and t h e  Hesse government  recognized t he  canon 
law on m a r r i a g e .  On t he  i ssue o f  t h e  new seminary  a t  
Ma i nz ,  t h e y  reached a compromise,  based upon K e t t e l e r ' s  
concepts o f  e d u c a t i o n a l  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  The Bishop r ecog­
n i z e d  t he  norms s e t  by t he  Hesse government;  such as 
e x a m i n a t i o n s ,  c u r r i c u l u m ,  c l a s s  schedu l es ,  b u i l d i n g s ,  e t c . 
The Bishop o f  Mainz r e ce i v e d  t he  e x c l u s i v e  r i g h t  to  a p p o i n t  
t he  f a c u l t y  and r e l i g i o u s  and d i s c i p l i n a r y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  
ov er  t he  s tu d e nt s .  Subsequent i ssues o f  the  K a t h o l i  k , a 
C a t h o l i c  j o u r n a l  o f  t h e  d i oc es e ,  a n n u a l l y  p u b l i s h e d  t he  




The p r i n c i p a l  argument  o f  Bishop K e t t e l e r  a g a i n s t  
t h e  a b s o l u t e  c o n t r o l  o f  educat i on  by t he  s t a t e  was t h a t  
i t  endangered f reedom.  The s t a t e  possessed no r i g h t  to  
impose o n l y  i t s  ideas upon the  youth ,  f o r  t h i s  could  become 
t h e  backbone o f  s t a t e  a b s o l u t i s m .  At  no t i me  d i d  he oppose  
t he  s t a t e ' s  r i g h t  to m a i n t a i n  o r d e r  in e duca t i on  and to  
p r o v i d e  o p p o r t u n i t i e s  f o r  e d u c a t i o n .  K e t t e l e r  i n s i s t e d  
t h a t  t h e  s t a t e  had t he  dut y  to i n s i s t  t h a t  p a r e n t s  d i d  not  
misuse t he  r i g h t  to  educate  t h e i r  c h i l d r e n .  Above a l l ,  i t  
was t h e  du t y  o f  the  s t a t e  t o  e n ab l e  p a r en t s  to f u l f i l l  
t h e i r  o b l i g a t i o n  f o r  t he  educa t i on  o f  t h e i r  c h i l d r e n . ^ ® ^
In p r e s e n t i n g  t he  arguments f o r  the  adopt i on  o f  
a r t i c l e  f i f t e e n  o f  t h e  Prussian c o n s t i t u t i o n  by t h e  I mp er ia l  
Rei chst ag  he o u t l i n e d  h i s  p r i n c i p l e s  f o r  C h u r c h - s t a t e  r e l a ­
t i o n s h i p .  The Church and s t a t e  must have sepa r a t e d  
j u r i s d i c t i o n s .  I f  t he  s t a t e  d i d  not  v i o l a t e  o r  oppose the  
d i v i n e  laws,  o p p o s i t i o n  o f  t he  Church to  t he  s t a t e  was not  
p e r m i s s i b l e .  I f  the  Church e x e r c i s e d  i t s  J u r i s d i c t i o n  com­
p l e t e l y  in e c c l e s i a s t i c a l  o r  s p i r i t u a l  a f f a i r s ,  t he  s t a t e  
must not  oppose t he  Church.  Each must respect  t he  o t h e r ' s  
J u r i s d i c t i o n .  When K e t t e l e r  defended papal  i n f a l l i b i l i t y ,  
he emphasized t h a t  in p o l i t i c a l  m a t t e r s  which d i d  not  touch
^^^Die  K a t h o l i k e n  im deutschen R e i c h e , 3 5 - 3 9 .
^^^Verhandlunqen des deutschen R e i c h s t a q e s . I I ,
1 1 2 - 1 4 .
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f a i t h  o r  mora ls  t he  Church d i d  not  possess t he  r i g h t  o f  
i n t e r f e r e n c e . ^
Bishop K e t t e l e r  was not  a v e rs e  to  the  L i b e r a l  ideas  
o f  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l i s m ,  u n i v e r s a l  manhood s u f f r a g e ,  t he  b a s i c  
p o l i t i c a l  f reedoms,  and t h e  p r o t e c t i o n  o f  t he  b a s i c  r i g h t s  
o f  man. He expressed  o p p o s i t i o n  t o  t h e  t e n e t s  o f  s e c u l a r i ­
z a t i o n  o f  s ch o o l s ,  m a r r i a g e ,  and t h e  compl e te  s e p a r a t i o n  
o f  Church and s t a t e .  This  l a s t  p o i n t  d i d  not  e xc l ud e  l ega l  
s a f eguar ds  in o r d e r  t h a t  t he  Church might  f u n c t i o n  e f f i ­
c i e n t l y  and possess t h e  l eg a l  p r o t e c t i o n  o f  t h e  s t a t e  which  
any w o r t h w h i l e  s o c i a l  i n s t i t u t i o n  should r e c e i v e .
K e t t e l e r  d i d  not  b e l i e v e  in t he  fundamental  a r g u ­
ments o f  t h e  L i b e r a l i s m  o f  h i s  day.  He was a p r o g r e s s i v e ,  
in so f a r  as he f o s t e r e d  an exchange o f  p o l i t i c a l  i de as ,  
d i s c u s s i o n ,  and h e l d  t h a t  a l l  p o l i t i c a l  e lements  in s o c i e t y  
should s t r i v e  f o r  t he  common w e l f a r e .  For K e t t e l e r  no 
s i n g l e  group possessed t he  r i g h t  to dominate  t he  p o l i t i c a l  
scene,  but  a l l  groups should c o o p e ra t e  f o r  t he  w e l f a r e  o f  
a l l  o f  t h e  p e o p l e .  As he s t a t e d  in a Rei chst ag  speech,  he 
looked upon L i b e r a l i s m  as " n o t h i n g  more than t h e  s u b s t i t u ­
t i o n  o f  one group,  t h e  n o b i l i t y ,  w i t h  a n o t h e r ,  t h e  m i dd l e  
c l a s s ,  as a b s o l u t e  r u l e r s . "
^^^Di e  Z e n t r u m s f r a k t i o n  in der  e r s t e n  deutschen  
R e i c h s t a q e , 42.
1 nft
Verhandlunqen des deutschen R e i c h s t a qe s ,  I V ,
4 8 1 .
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The bas i s  o f  K e t t e l e r ' s  p o l i t i c a l  thought  was 
C h r i s t i a n i t y ,  For him i t  p r e se n t e d  a b a s i c  p r i n c i p l e  f o r  
s o c i a l  and p o l i t i c a l  u n i t y  in i t s  concept  o f  C h r i s t i a n  
c h a r i t y ,  t he  e q u a l i t y  o f  man b e f o r e  God and in C h r i s t .
CHAPTER IV 
KETTELER'S SOCIAL RECONSTRUCTION
I n t r o d u c t i o n  
K e t t e l e r  he l d  t h a t  German L i b e r a l i s m  " s i nned"  
through a l ac k  o f  C h r i s t i a n  p r i n c i p l e s .  In h i s  book,  Die  
qrossen s o z i a l e n  Fraqen der  Geq enwar t , K e t t e l e r  e s t a b l i s h e d  
t he  bas i s  o f  a C h r i s t i a n  s o c i a l  and p o l i t i c a l  system.
K e t t e l e r  r e a l i z e d  t h a t  a dominant  f a c t o r  in an 
i n d u s t r i a l  age was i t s  economic system; f o r  eve r y  aspect  
o f  t he  system r e ac te d  upon t he  l i f e  and s p i r i t  o f  s o c i e t y .  
He was not  an economic d e t e r m i n i s t .  U n l i k e  Kar l  Marx ,  he 
d i d  not  see h i s t o r y  as dependent  s o l e l y  on the  means o f  
p r o d u c t i o n .  For Bishop K e t t e l e r ,  man was a complex be ing  
and,  t h e r e f o r e ,  t h e  s o c i e t y  which compr ised mankind was 
complex.  Economics was o n l y  one d e t e r m i n i n g  f a c t o r ,  a l ­
though an i mpor t ant  one.
Al though the  Bishop o f  Mainz r ecogni zed the  
impor tance o f  t he  economic f a c t o r  in t he  development  o f  
h i s t o r y  and in t he  p r o s p e r i t y  o f  s o c i e t y ,  t he  dangers o f  
an overemphasis  concerned him mo s t l y .  The m a t e r i a l  needs 
o f  man were i mpor t an t  but  he foresaw a danger  in t he
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e x a g g e r a t i o n  o f  t h e s e .  As a r e s u l t  o f  h i s  r e l i g i o u s  con­
v i c t i o n s ,  Bishop K e t t e l e r  looked upon t h e  m a t e r i a l  e l e ­
ments o f  l i f e  w i t h  s u s p i c i o n .  In h i s  m i n i m i z a t i o n  o f  
l i f e ' s  t e m p o r a l i t i e s  he f o r m u l a t e d  an economic and s o c i a l  
v i e w p o i n t ,  rooted  in a s p i r i t u a l  and moral  way o f  l i f e .
The more the Bishop recogn i zed  the c r i t i c a l  social  d i st ress ,  
t h e  more emphasis he p l ace d  upon the  r e l i g i o u s  and moral  
v al ues  in s o c i e t y .  Yet  he remained a l e r t  to  t he  meaning  
o f  t he  m a t e r i a l  env i ronment  in which s o c i e t y  s t r o v e  f o r  
i t s  s p i r i t u a l  end.  A l though Bishop K e t t e l e r  was a r e ­
l i g i o u s  l e a d e r ,  he d i d  not  lose  s i g h t  o f  r e a l i t y ,  but  
combined the  p r a c t i c a l  w i t h  t h e  i d e a l .
C h r i s t i a n  C h a r i t y
K e t t e l e r ' s  s o c i a l  system deve loped through a p e r i o d  
o f  e v o l u t i o n .  He expanded h i s  o r i g i n a l  v i e w p o i n t ,  expressed  
in t he  s i x  sermons which the  Bishop d e l i v e r e d  a t  t h e  Mainz  
Ca t he dr a l  d u r in g  Advent  o f  1848.  At  t h a t  t i me  he promised  
h i m s e l f  e v e r y t h i n g  " f r om t he  i n v i n c i b l e  s t r e n g t h  o f  
C h r i s t i a n  t ea ch i ng  and C h r i s t i a n  l o ve . " ^  In t h e s e  sermons 
concern i ng  C a t h o l i c  and T h o m i s t i c  t e a ch i n g  on p r i v a t e  
p r o p e r t y ,  t he  f reedom o f  man and h is  d e s t i n y ,  m a r r i a g e  and 
t he  f a m i l y ,  and t he  a u t h o r i t y  o f  the  Roman C a t h o l i c  Church,  
K e t t e l e r  sought s o l u t i o n s  in t he  s p i r i t u a l  s t r e n g t h  o f  
C h r i s t i a n i t y ,  in t h e  i nn e r  moral  t r a n s f o r m a t i o n  o f  the
^Die  qrossen s o z i a l e n  Fragen der  Geq enwar t , 43 .
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i n d i v i d u a l ,  and in a deep sense o f  C h r i s t i a n  c h a r i t y .
At  t h i s  t i me  he a b s o l u t e l y  i gnored t he  a s s i s t a n c e  o f  l eg a l  
means in s o c i e t y .  V ig en e r  j udges  t h a t  a t  t h i s  t i me  K e t ­
t e l e r  " e x h i b i t e d  no l i n e  o f  communicat ion to  t h e  rea l  s i t u ­
a t i o n  o f  t he  work i ngman. "^  At  t h i s  s t age  o f  h i s  d e v e l o p ­
ment K e t t e l e r  s t i l l  l i v e d  in t he  p u r e l y  t h e o r e t i c a l  w o r l d  
in which r e l i g i o u s  means a l o n e  f u l f i l l e d  t he  s o c i a l  needs.
By 1864 Bishop K e t t e l e r  reached h i s  f u l l e s t  d e v e l o p ­
ment in t h e  p r a c t i c a l  aspec t s  o f  s o c i a l  problems and t h e i r  
s o l u t i o n s . 3 H i s  e a r l i e r  s o c i a l  sermons and w r i t i n g s  pos­
sess meaning o n l y  in so f a r  as t h e y  g i v e  an i n s i g h t  i n t o  
t h e  p e r s u a s i o n s  o f  K e t t e l e r .  These m a n i f e s t  t h a t  f o r  t he  
Bishop t h e  e i g h t - h o u r  day and h i g h e r  wages were  not  t h e  
o n l y  aspe c t s  o f  the  modern l ab o r  problem.  There  s t i l l  r e ­
mained t he  r i g h t s  and v a l u e  o f  t h e  human p e r s o n a l i t y ,  t he  
f reedom o f  t he  workingman to  u n i t e  in a l ab o r  movement,  
and t h e  r i g h t  o f  p r i v a t e  p r o p e r t y . ^
Upon t h i s  bas i s  Bishop K e t t e l e r  b u i l t  h i s  s o c i a l  
system.  Because o f  p r a c t i c a l  e x p e r i e n c e  w i t h  t he  l a b o r i n g  
c l a s s  and t he  poor  t hrough t h e  years  o f  1848 to 1864,  the  
s o c i a l  v i e w p o i n t  o f  t he  Bishop evo l ve d  from broad,  i d e a l ­
i s t i c  p r i n c i p l e s  to  p a r t i c u l a r ,  p r a c t i c a l  i d e a s . ^  But
^ V i g e n e r ,  op.  c i t . ,  107.
3 c f .  pp.  3 2 - 3 9 .
^Ludwig L e nh a r t ,  See l ennot  aus Lebensenge ( Ma i nz ;  
V e r l a g  von K i r c hh e i m,  1 93 3 ) ,  7.
5 c f .  pp.  3 2 - 3 9 .
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t h roughout  h i s  l i f e  K e t t e l e r  he l d  a f i r m  c o n v i c t i o n  t h a t  
u n h e a l t h y  s o c i a l  c o n d i t i o n s  a lways led to a s p i r i t u a l  and 
moral  d e c a y - - t h a t  moral  need evo l ve d  from s o c i a l  need.
Th i s  p r i n c i p l e  was e n u n c i a t e d  in a l e c t u r e  o f  1869: Pi e
Ar be i te r bewequnq  und i h r  S t reben im V e r h ë l t n i s  z u r  R e l i g i o n  
und S i t t I i c h k e i  t .
The Church ' s  Duty
The c l a s s i c a l  f or mul a  which t h e  Bishop urged f o r
t h e  s o l u t i o n  o f  t he  s o c i a l  problem found i t s  i m p r i n t  under
s ev e r a l  moral  t h e o l o g i c a l  p r i n c i p l e s  which he e nunc i a t ed
a t  t h e  Fulda Conf er ence  o f  German Bishops in 1869.  in
t h i s  a l l o c u t i o n  t he  s o c i a l  problem appeared s t r i c t l y  as a
moral  i ssue .  K e t t e l e r  concluded t h a t :
Moral  decay and t h e  need o f  moral  h e a l i n g  power  
shapes t he  nuc l eus  o f  t h e  s o c i a l  q u e s t i o n ,  and f o r  
t h a t  reason C h r i s t i a n  he l p  a l o n e  can work in t h i s  
a r e a ,  because i t  i s  t he  o n l y  s t r e n g t h  which pene­
t r a t e s  to  t h e  v e r y  soul  o f  man in o r d e r  t o  heal  i t .  
t o  renew t he  i n n e r  l i f e  o f  t he  mass o f  t h e  p e o p l e . b
K e t t e l e r  emphasized t he  s o c i a l  dut y  o f  t h e  Church
in a sharp manner and demanded t h a t  t h e  Church f u l f i l l  t h a t
d u t y ,  as an e c c l e s i a s t i c  o f  any rank had never  demanded:
I f  t he  Church wi shes  to  communi c a t e  her  miss ion  
f rom C h r i s t  and t o  c a r r y  out  t h e  s a l v a t i o n  o f  man­
k i n d ,  she must o b t a i n  an e x t r a o r d i n a r y  method,  
which must be a p p l i e d  to  t he  l a r g e  number o f  the  
w o r k i n g c l a s s e s . The Church must s t r i v e  w i t h  a l l  
her  power t o  f r e e  them from t h e  o c ca s i o  proxima
^Di e  S o z i a 1- K a r i t a t i v e  FUrsorqe der  K i r c h e  f Ur  d i e  
A r b e i t e r s c h a f t , sermon d e l i v e r e d  to  t he  Fulda Conference  
o f  Bishops,  T5’69 ,  4 .
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p e cc a n d i 7 in which they  a r e  found o r  d r i v e n  i n t o  
and to  f r e e  them from t he  i m p o s s i b i l i t y  to  f u l ­
f i l l  t h e i r  C h r i s t i a n  and moral  d u t i e s . °
A l r e a d y  in 1866 K e t t e l e r  r e f e r r e d  to t h e  du t y  which Cat ho­
l i c s  had t o  r e co g n i ze  t he  need o f  God in s o c i e t y . 9 In Pi e 
A r b e i t e r f r a g e  und das Ch r i s t e n t u m  he w r o t e  t h a t  C h r i s t i a n i t y  
possessed t h e  du t y  to o f f e r  remedies t o  s o c i e t y ,  s i n c e  i t  
a l o n e  had t he  means " t o  improve t h e  w e l f a r e  o f  t h e  w o r k i n g -  
c l a s s . " ^ ®  A l l  o f  t h i s  emphasized h i s  genera l  s o c i a l  
d i a g n o s i s  t h a t :  "economic t e ns io n  leads to s p i r i t u a l  and
moral  t e n s i o n , " ^ ^  b u t ,  on t he  o t h e r  hand,  "a h e a l t h y  en­
v i ronment  produces C h r i s t i a n  p i e t y  in i t s  s t r o n g e s t  f o r m. "^^
A t e m p t a t i o n  p r e se n t s  i t s e l f  to  p l a c e  Bishop K e t ­
t e l e r  in t he  c a t e g o r y  o f  a C h r i s t i a n  i d e a l i s t ,  such as 
V l a d i m i r  S o l o v i e v ,  a Russian t h e o l o g i a n  and p h i l o s o p h e r ,  
who p l anned an i de a l  C h r i s t i a n  s o c i e t y .  However ,  K e t t e l e r  
underst ood human n a t u r e  too w e l l  to f a l l  i n t o  i d e a l i s m .
The Bishop possessed an i d e a l ,  but  t h i s  i de a l  was a c r i ­
t e r i a .  S o c i e t y  could  never  f u l l y  r e a l i z e  t he  i de a l  but  had
^ " Pr ox i ma t e  occas ion to s in"  is a t e c h n i c a l  term 
in C a t h o l i c  Moral  Theology which s i g n i f i e s  t h a t  a person  
i s  l i v i n g  under c o n d i t i o n s  which e a s i l y  lead to s i n .
^Di e  S o z i a 1- K a r i t a t i v e  FUrsorqe der  K i r c h e  fUr  d i e  
A r b e i t e r s c h a f t . sermon d e l i v e r e d  a t  Fu l da ,  1869,  4 .
^ Deutschland nach dem K r i e g e  von 1866 , 172.
^®Di e  A r b e i t e r f r a g e  und das C h r i s t e n t u m , 49 .
^^Di e Sozi  a 1- Ka r i  t a t  i ve FUrsorqe der  K i r c h e  f Ur  d i e
A r b e i t e r s c h a f t , sermon d e l i v e r e d  a t  Fu l da ,  1869.  
^^Lenhar t ,  op.  c i t . ,  9.
119
to  s t r i v e  toward i t  in o r d e r  t o  improve s o c i e t y  p r o g r e s ­
s i v e l y .  For K e t t e l e r  t h i s  i de a l  evo l ved  from t h e  Church ' s  
d u t y  t o  a t t e m p t  a lways to  e l e v a t e  s o c i e t y ,  to save s o u l s ,  
and " t o  a l l e v i a t e  a t  l e a s t  some s u f f e r i n g  in s o c i e t y ,
Bas ic  Concepts o f  C h r i s t i a n i t y  A p p l i e d  
to Modern Problems
This  emphasis upon t h e  dut y  o f  t h e  Church and her  
o b l i g a t i o n s  to  t h e  w o r k i n g c l a s s e s  was so c l e a r  in K e t t e l e r ' s  
l i f e  t h a t  V i g e n e r  argues t h a t :  " t h e  Bishop r e a l l y  never
deve loped one i ndependent  t hought  nor  deve loped an i n d e ­
pendent  system. "  K e t t e l e r ' s  ideas wer e  not  new t o  C a t h o l i c  
t h i n k i n g . ' ^  K e t t e l e r ' s  system d i d  not  p r e s e n t  any e n t i r e l y  
new concept  which some p r ev i o u s  C a t h o l i c  p h i l o s o p h e r  o r  
t h e o l o g i a n ,  e s p e c i a l l y  Thomas Aqu i nas ,  d i d  not  expr e s s .  
However ,  t he  f o r m u l a t i o n  o f  t h e s e  v a r i o u s  concepts  i n t o  
a system o f  s o c i a l  thought  and i t s  a p p l i c a t i o n  to modern 
s o c i e t y  was new.
The arguments which Bishop K e t t e l e r  used f o r  t he  
r i g h t  o f  p r i v a t e  p r o p e r t y  a r e  found in the  works o f  S t .  
Thomas Aquinas and St .  Alphonse L i g u o r i . ^ ^  The laws o f
^ ^ L e t t e r  t o  J u s t i c e  T h U f f l i n g  o f  W a r e nd o r f ,  autumn,  
1848; R5th ,  o p . c i t . ,  90.
^^Vigener ,  o p . c i t . ,  418 .
^^Di e  qrossen s o z i a l e n  Fragen der  Geq enwa r t . 35 ,  
where  K e t t e l e r  s t a t e d  t h a t  h i s  ideas were  from Aquinas and 
L i g u o r i .  Alphonse L i g u o r i ' s  ideas on j u s t i c e  and p r i v a t e  
p r o p e r t y  a r e  found in any C a t h o l i c  Moral  Theology  manual .
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j u s t i c e  and c h a r i t y  a r e  found s c a t t e r e d  t hroughout  t he  
pages o f  t he  h i s t o r y  o f  C h r i s t i a n  moral  t h e o l o g y  as f a r  
back as the  gospels  themse l ves .  But ,  K e t t e l e r ' s  p r a c t i c a l  
de f ense  o f  t h e  l a b o r i n g  c l a s s e s  was a new d e p a r t u r e  f o r  a 
member o f  t h e  C a t h o l i c  h i e r a r c h y .
Bishop K e t t e l e r  d i d  not  wish a d u l l  r e s i g n a t i o n  t o ,  
nor  me re l y  a d e s t r u c t i v e  c r i t i c i s m  o f ,  t he  i l l s  o f  s o c i e t y .  
N e i t h e r  d i d  he d e s i r e  a calm t r a d i t i o n a l i s m  nor  a c r i t i c -  
f r e e  r e v o l u t i o n .  But t h e  Bishop c a l l e d  f o r  f r a t e r n a l  
c h a r i t y ,  l eg a l  j u s t i c e ,  and t h e  p r o t e c t i o n  o f  t h e  u n p r o­
t e c t e d .  K e t t e l e r  wished to d i s c o v e r  a C h r i s t i a n  s o l u t i o n  
t o  t h e  g r ea t  i n d u s t r i a l  and s o c i a l  problems o f  h i s  t i me .  
Fur t he r mor e ,  K e t t e l e r  c o n s i d e r e d  t h i s  concern f o r  s o c i a l  
j u s t i c e  as a p a r t  o f  h i s  p r i e s t l y  d u t i e s ,  which t h e  new 
economic system p l ace d  upon him.  K e t t e l e r  summarized  
t h i s  dut y  to  t h e  German Bishops Conf erence  a t  Fulda in
1869 thus:
I f  i t  is not  even e v i d e n t  t h a t  t he  p r i n c i p l e s  o f  
modern economic s t u d i e s ,  whi ch  one encounters  as 
t he  c o n f l i c t  o f  a l l  a g a i n s t  a l l ,  i s c on s i de r ed  
w i t h i n  t he  laws o f  n a t u r e ,  and w i t h i n  the  t e a c h ­
ings o f  C h r i s t i a n  b r o t h e r l y  l o v e ,  yet  in open 
c o n t r a d i c t i o n  t o  i t ,  i t  i s  a known f a c t  t h a t  in
The best  o f  t h e s e  is Kar l  N o l d i n ,  T h e o l o q i c a  Mor a l es  (4  
v o l s . ;  F r e i b u r g  im Br e i sg a u :  H e rd i sc h e  Buchhandlungen,
1932 ) ,  a l l  o f  V o l .  I I ;  S t .  Thomas Aqui nas ,  Summa T h e o l o a i c a  
and Cont ra  G e n t i l es  (18  v o l s . ;  New York:  Sheed and Ward,
1956) ;  Summa T h e o l o q i c a , 2,  1, q . l 0 5 ,  a2 to aé;  2,  2,  q . 6 6 ,  
a l  and a 2 ; 2,  2,  q . l l 8 ,  a l  and a2;  Cont ra  G e n t i l e s , a l l  o f  
Chapter  134.  Any o f  t h e  e d i t i o n s  o f  S t .  Thomas' works may 
be used f o r  t he s e  c i t a t i o n s .
16 L e n h a r t ,  o p . c i t . ,  1 3 - 1 6 .
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c o u n t r i e s  where  t h i s  system has evo l ved  to  a h i gh e r  
degree  t h e r e  is  a m a t e r i a l ,  s p i r i t u a l  and moral  
d e f o r m a t i o n .  The Grace o f  C h r i s t i a n i t y  should  
draw f r e e l y  to  i t s e l f  t he  i n d u s t r i a l  workers  w i t h  
i n t e r i o r  n e c e s s i t y .  . . . For C h r i s t i a n  c h a r i t y  
i s  not  o n l y  a command imposed upon an i n d i v i d u a l  
but  upon t he  e n t i r e  s o c i e t y . 17
K e t t e l e r  was not  a r o m a n t i c i s t  who wished a r e t u r n  
to t he  p a s t ;  he a p p r e c i a t e d  t e c h n i c a l  p r ogr ess .  The Bishop  
was r a t h e r  o p t i m i s t i c  in h i s  b e l i e f  o f  t he  p o s s i b i l i t y  to 
r en o va t e  t h e  c a p i t a l i s t i c  m e n t a l i t y  w i t h  a C h r i s t i a n  a t t i ­
t ude .  He r ecogni zed  t h a t  no s t r e n g t h  on e a r t h  coul d  stop  
t he  pr ogr ess  o f  t he  modern p o l i t i c a l  economy and o f  mass 
p r o d u c t i o n .  Bishop K e t t e l e r  d i d  not  seek t he  d e s t r u c t i o n  
o f  t he  e n t i r e  system o f  c a p i t a l i s m ,  but  wished to  mel low  
t h e  system in such a f ash ion  t h a t  t he  worker  coul d  o b t a i n  
j u s t i c e  and h i s  f a i r  share .
When K e t t e l e r  used such d r a s t i c  phrases as " t h e  
Godlessness o f  c a p i t a l  which must be d e s t r o y e d , "  he d e s i r e d  
t h e  d e s t r u c t i o n  o f  t h e  immoral e lements w i t h i n  t he  system.
He f i r m l y  b e l i e v e d  in t he  essence o f  c a p i t a l i s m ,  but  not  
in t h e  i l l s  which men s u f f e r e d  from the  c a p i t a l i s t i c  s p i r i t ,  
K e t t e l e r  fought  f o r  a moral  re form o f  t he  c a p i t a l i s t i c  
system f o r :  "one does not  d e s t r o y  t he  s i n n e r  but  t he  sin"
was t h e  p r i n c i p l e  which he a p p l i e d  and which he d e r i v e d  
f rom t h e  g o s p e l .
^^Die  S o z i a l - K a r l t a t i v e  FUrsorqe der  K i r c h e  fUr  d i e  
A r b e i t e r s c h a f t , sermon d e l i v e r e d  a t  Fulda,  1869.
l G | b i d .
19 I b i d .
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Economie I s o l a t i o n  o f  the  Wor k i nqc lass
Accor d i ng  to  Bishop K e t t e l e r  one o f  t he  " s i n s "  o f
c a p i ta  1 ism was t h e  economic i s o l a t i o n  o f  t he  w o r k i n g c l a s s ;
f o r  c a p i t a l i s m  tended to  d i v i d e  s o c i e t y  i n t o  two major
groups.  These two groups were  t he  " h a ve s , "  which he c a l l e d
the  f i n a n c i a l  powers,  and the  " h a v e - n o t s , "  Concerning the
f i n a n c i a l  group he w r o t e  t h a t ;
, , , in t h e  same degree  t h e r e  is a danger  to  the  
w o r k e r ,  as i t  [ c a p i t a l i s m ]  is  h i s  possessor  w i t h ­
out  a c o n sc i en ce ,  w i t h o u t  r e l i g i o n ,  and t h e r eb y  
o n l y  t akes  advantage  o f  t he  f reedom o f  egoism.
The f o u n d a t i on s  o f  t he  modern,  p u b l i c  economy 
has a d e f i n i t e  r e a c t i o n  to t he  human f o r c e  o f  the  
wor ker  a g a i n s t  t h e  f i n a n c i a l  power o f  c a p i t a l i s m .
The wor ker  becomes i s o l a t e d  w i t h  h i s  s t r e n g t h ;  
t he  f i n a n c i a l  power c e n t r a l i z e d  a g a i n s t  t h i s .  The 
p o s i t i o n  o f  t he  wo r ke r  becomes reduced t o  a s e p a ra te  
p u b l i c  work ,  which was i mposs i b l e ;  t he  f i n a n c i a l  
power d i v i d e s  i t s e l f  but  not  i n t o  a reasonabl e  
d i v i s i o n  o f  c a p i t a l .  On the  c o n t r a r y  i t  ga t hers  
i t s e l f  more and more i n t o  l a r g e r  and more un­
r easonab l e  p r o p o r t i o n s , 20
The danger  w i t h  t he  accumul a t i on  o f  w e a l t h  was t he  b e g i n ­
n i ng  o f  immense power,  r e s u l t i n g  in d e s p o t i c  economic  
d o mi na t i on .  Because the  f i n a n c i a l  powers he l d  and con­
t r o l l e d  money and p r o p e r t y ,  they  c o n t r o l l e d  t he  l i f e - b l o o d  
o f  t h e  e n t i r e  economic body and through t h i s  t he y  J eo p a rd i z e d
n 1
t he  f reedom o f  t he  w or k i n g c l a s s .
?n
Di e  Ar be i t e r wequnq und i hr  St reben im V e r h ë l t n i s  
zur  R e l i g i o n  und S i t t 1 i c h k e i t , sermon d e l i v e r e d  in Mainz ,  
J u l y  25,  1Ü69.
21 I b i d ,
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The Dangers o f  M e c h a n i z a t i o n
Bishop K e t t e l e r  f e a r e d  t h a t  t h e  danger  o f  mechan i za ­
t i o n  l ay  in t he  p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  i g n o r i n g  t he  v a l u e s  o f  t he  
human p e r s o n a l i t y .  He warned t h a t :
. , , f i n a l l y  a l l  r e l i g i o n ,  a l l  p o l i t i c s ,  a l l  
human r e l a t i o n s  and a l l  o f  humani ty  w i l l  be r e ­
duced to a d d i t i o n ,  s u b t r a c t i o n ,  m u l t i p l i c a t i o n  
and d i V i s i o n - - a 11 humani ty  reduced to  a t o m s . 22
Any p r i c e  was cheap t o  pay in o r d e r  to  p r e v e n t  t he  d e g r ad a ­
t i o n  o f  man to t h e  l e v e l  o f  pure  m a t t e r .  For K e t t e l e r  t he  
o n l y  manner to  a vo i d  t h i s  was to  emphasize t h e  fundamental  
p r i n c i p l e s  o f  C h r i s t i a n i t y ,  in t h i s  he f o l l o w e d  t h e  con­
cept s  o f  S t .  Thomas Aqui nas ;  Man was a r a t i o n a l ,  v o l i t i o n a l  
c r e a t u r e  whose o b j e c t i v e  was t he  f u l f i l l m e n t  o f  h i s  po­
t e n t i a l  as f a r  as p o s s i b l e . ^3 Bishop K e t t e l e r  f o l l o w e d  
t h e  concept  o f  C h r i s t  t h a t  a man has i n f i n i t e  v a l u e .  In 
o r d e r  f o r  s o c i e t y  t o  a t t a i n  t h i s  h i gh  i de a l  o f  man, i t  was 
nece s sa r y  t h a t  s p i r i t u a l  v a l u e s  wer e  " v i c t o r i o u s  o v e r  ma t e ­
r i a l  v a l u e s . "  Th i s  was o n l y  p o s s i b l e  i f  t h e  workingman  
was "a lways  given t he  g r e a t e s t  f reedom from m a t e r i a l  want  
and s l a v e r y . M e r c y  and c h a r i t y  had to s a f eg u a r d  t h i s :  
"What w i l l  become o f  t h i n g s ,  i f  t h i s  mach i ne - based ,  modern 
economy w i t h  an e n t i r e l y  u n m e r c i f u l  p r oc ed u re ,  which is
9 9
Die A r b e i t e r f r a g e  und das C h r i s t e n t u m , 49.
^^Gredt ,  o p . c i t . ,  I I ,  696 f f . ;  and Aqu i nas ,  Summa 
T h e o l o q i c a , 1, 1, q . 9 é ,  a4.
^^D i e  A r b e i  t e r f r a g e  und das C h r i s t e n t u m , 135.
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i n h e r e n t  in i t ,  dominates s o c i e t y ? " ^ ^  I f  t he  w o r ke r  r e ­
mained t he  u n m e r c i f u l  s l a v e  o f  m e c h a n i z a t i o n ,  he coul d  
c e r t a i n l y  lose  h i s  i d e n t i t y  as a person,
"Seek ing and a p p l y i n g  t he  t r u t h s ’ o f  C h r i s t i a n i t y "  
c o n t a i n e d  K e t t e l e r ' s  s o l u t i o n  to t he  p r o b l e m . The c o r ­
r e c t  u n d e rs t an d i ng  o f  t he  new s i t u a t i o n s  o f  modern l i f e  
l a y  w i t h i n  t he  d u t i e s  o f  h i s  p r i e s t l y  wor k ,  which Bishop  
K e t t e l e r  p l aced  in a new form w i t h i n  modern s o c i e t y .  Ac­
c o r d i n g  t o  h i s  c o n v i c t i o n  t he  f i r s t  du t y  which he had as 
a p r i e s t ,  was to u nder s t and  t h e  p r a c t i c a l  problems o f  
s o c i e t y  and then to a c t  w i t h  a l l  o f  h i s  power t o  a s s i s t  
in a l l e v i a t i n g  t h e s e  d i f f i c u l t i e s , ^ ^  Th i s  f i r m  c o n v i c t i o n  
to  d u t y  led Bishop K e t t e l e r  t o  t h e  l e a d e r s h i p  o f  C a t h o l i c  
s o c i a l  t hought  in Germany and a p r e c u r s o r  in modern Roman 
C a t h o l i c  s o c i a l  p h i l o s o p h y .
Class  Cooper a t i on
For Bishop K e t t e l e r  t he  command o f  C h r i s t  t o  love
o n e ' s  ne i g h b o r  was most e s s e n t i a l  to  modern s o c i e t y ,
K e t t e l e r ' s  t o t a l  o p p o s i t i o n  to c l a s s  c o n f l i c t  i s  a pp a r en t
f rom t he  f o l l o w i n g  s t a t e me nt :
I f  i t  should not  a lways be e v i d e n t  t h a t  t h e  p r i n ­
c i p l e  o f  modern economics,  which one c h a r a c t e r i z e s  
as t h e  war  o f  a l l  a g a i n s t  a l l ,  i s in open c o n t r a -
^^Di e  Soz i a  1- K a r i t a t i v e  FUrsorqe de r  K i r c h e  f Ur  d i e  
A r b e i t e r s c h a f t , 21,  '
D i e  Modernen Ideen im L i c h t e  des G l a u b e n s , 11,
^^Di e  A r b e i t e r f r a g e  und das C h r i s t e n t u m , 4,
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d i c t i o n  w i t h  the  n a t u r a l  law and wi t h  t he  C h r i s t i a n  
d o c t r i n e  o f  love o f  n e i g h b o r ,  , . .
This  love  o f  ne i ghbor  must permeate t he  e n t i r e  
o r g a n i z a t i o n  o f  s o c i e t y , 28
That  s o c i e t y  coul d  not  cur e  i t s  i l l s  by a r e t u r n  
to t h e  dreams o f  Romant icism was a c o n v i c t i o n  o f  K e t t e l e r .  
For t h a t  reason Die  qrossen s o z i a l e n  Fragen der  Geqenwart  
shows t h a t  t h e  Bishop,  a l r e a d y  in 1848,  f o r mu l a t e d  t he  
worker  problem in t h i s  manner:  How can t he  d e s t i n y  o f  the
workers  be tempered on t he  b a s i s  o f  t he  p r e se n t  s o c i a l  and 
economic o r d e r  w i t h i n  c a p i t a l i s m ? ^ ^
A Defender  o f  t h e  Essence o f  C a p i t a l i s m
The Bishop o f  Mainz b e l i e v e d  in t h e  p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  
improving t h e  m e n t a l i t y  o f  t he  c a p i t a l i s t i c  age.  "Do not  
d e s t r o y  t h e  system but  lessen i t s  i l l  e f f e c t s  and f i n d  
means to  remedy t h e s e . "3^ The w o r ke r ,  in so f a r  as pos­
s i b l e ,  should p a r t i c i p a t e  in t he  b l e ss i n g s  o f  t he  system.  
K e t t e l e r  d i d  not  suggest  a u t o p i a ,  but  he suggested a r a ­
t i o n a l  a t t a c k  upon t h e  i l l s  o f  t he  c a p i t a l i s t i c  system.
When he shouted a g a i n s t  t he  ungodl i ness  o f  c a p i t a l i s m ,  
he r e f e r r e d  t o  t he  misuse o f  the powers o f  t he  system.  
K e t t e l e r  r e a l i z e d  t h a t  t he  t echn i ques  and methods o f  p r o -
^^Die  S o z i a l - K a r i t a t i v e  FUrsorqe der  K i r c h e  f Ur  d i e  
Arbei  t e r s c h a f t , 21.
^^ Ci te d  work ,  17.
^^Di e  S o z i a l - K a r i  t a t i v e  FUrsorqe der  K i r c h e  f Ur  d i e  
Arbei  t e r s c h a f t , 21.
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duct  i on ,  u t i l i z e d  by c a p i t a l i s m ,  were  necessar y  f o r  t he  
economic development  o f  modern s o c i e t y .  C a p i t a l i s m  meant  
a b e t t e r  and f u l l e r  m a t e r i a l  way o f  l i f e  f o r  humani ty ;  
but  f o r  t he  Bishop i t  had t o  p r o v i d e  a f u l l e r  l i f e  f o r  
each member o f  s o c i e t y  and t h i s  i nc l ude d  t he  i n t e r i o r  man.
This was t h e  i d e n t i c a l  approach used by Pope Leo X I I I  in
Rerum Novarum ( 1 8 9 1 )  and Pope Pius XI in Quadraqesimo  
Anno ( 1 9 3 1 ) .
K e t t e l e r  and Kar l  Marx  
By t h e  t i me  K e t t e l e r  reached t he  z e n i t h  in u n d e r ­
s t a nd i ng  t he  s o c i a l  problem,  t he  i mpor t an t  work o f  Kar l  
Marx had not  appeared.  Bishop K e t t e l e r  read Das Kapi t a l
o f  Kar l  Marx on a t r i p  t o  Rome in t h e  autumn o f  1869.
K e t t e l e r  and Marx a lmost  stood a t  o p p o s i t e  p o l e s .  Bishop  
K e t t e l e r  d i r e c t e d  h i s  a t t a c k s  a g a i n s t  t he  s p i r i t  o f  c a p i t a l  
ism and Marx a g a i n s t  t he  m a t t e r  o f  c a p i t a l i s m .  Whereas  
Marx a t t e mp t e d  to  d e s t r o y  c a p i t a l i s m  through a s c i e n t i f i c  
method by t he  u t i l i z a t i o n  o f  n a t u r a l  law; K e t t e l e r  a t ­
tempted i t s  r e c t i f i c a t i o n  through n a t u r a l  law and t h e  
d i v i n e  p o s i t i v e  law o f  C h r i s t i a n  c h a r i t y .  Both d e s i r e d  
to  d r i v e  t h e  "money changers from t h e  temp 1e " - - M a rx wished  
to r e p l a c e  them; K e t t e l e r  wished to change them m o r a l l y  
and spi r i  t u a l 1 y .
Man-power vs Economic-power  
Concerning t he  " f i n a n c i a  1-powers" K e t t e l e r  s a i d
127
t h a t  t h e y  were  dangerous to  t he  w o r k e r ,  s i n c e  t hey  were  
" w i t h o u t  consc i ence  and w i t h o u t  r e l i g i o n  and concerned  
themselves  o n l y  w i t h  t h e  s a t i s f a c t i o n  o f  t h e i r  egoism.
The b a s i c  p r i n c i p l e s  o f  t h e  modern,  p o l i t i c a l  economy 
p l a c e d  t he  man-power o f  t he  w o r k i n g c l a s s  in o p p o s i t i o n  to  
the  f i n a n c i a l  and economic power o f  t h e  c a p i t a l i s t s .  The 
s t r e n g t h  o f  t he  worki  ngc l ass  was i s o l a t e d ;  t h e  f i n a n c i a l  
powers in o p p o s i t i o n  t o  t he  worki  ngc l as s  was h i g h l y  
c e n t r a l i z e d .  The d i v i s i o n  i n t o  n o i s y ,  s e p a r a t e d  w o r k e r s ,  
where  everyone  was po we r le s s ,  was t h e  c o n d i t i o n  o f  t he  
w o r k i n g c l a s s . On t he  o t h e r  hand t he  f i n a n c i a l  powers were  
u n d i v i d e d  i n t o  r e as ona b l e  c a p i t a l  f a c t i o n s ,  b u t ,  on t he  
c o n t r a r y ,  were  u n i t e d  i n t o  g r e a t  and over power i ng  g r o u p s . 3%
i f  n o t h i n g  were  done t o  a l l e v i a t e  t h e  i l l s  o f  
c a p i t a l i s m ,  K e t t e l e r  p r e d i c t e d  t h a t  t he  workingman would  
l o s e ,  in h i s  own eyes as w e l l  as in t he  v iew o f  s o c i e t y ,  
h i s  humani t y ,  h i s  r e l i g i o n ,  h i s  p o l i t i c a l  e n t i t y ,  h i s  
wisdom,  and h i s  c u l t u r e .  In t h e i r  p l a c e  he would become 
m e r e l y  an i n d i v i d u a l  number . ^3 The Bishop f i r m l y  b e l i e v ed  
t h a t  t h i s  v iew o f  t he  workingman opposed t h e  n a t u r a l  law 
and d i v i n e  p ro v i d e n c e .  He r ecogn i zed  t h e  tendency  o f  
modern mass p r o d u c t i o n  to  o v e r l o o k  t he  v a l u e  o f  t h e  i n d i -
3 1 1 b i d .
32, bi d.
3 3 p i e  A r b e i t e r f r a g e  und das C h r i s t e n t u m ,  5 3 .
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v i d u a l  w o r k e r - - t h e  tendency  to  l ook  upon t h e  w o r k i n g c l a s s  
as an impersonal  mass.  Thus,  as he d e c l a r e d  to t h e  Bishops  
Conf er ence  a t  F u l da ,  t h e  workingman f e l t  more and more a 
p a r t  o f  a machi ne:^^  t h e  wo r ke r  became h a r d h e a r t e d  and 
h i s  s p i r i t  was k i l l e d .  At  t he  same t i me  K e t t e l e r  made i t  
c l e a r  t h a t  he d i d  not  oppose m e c h a n i z a t i o n .  The Bishop  
d e s i r e d  a v i c t o r y  o f  t h e  s p i r i t u a l  o ver  t he  m a t e r i a l ;  a 
u t i l i z a t i o n  o f  t h e  machine to  f r e e  man f rom need and wan t ,  
f o r  t h e  machine must se r v e  a l l  m a n k i n d . 35 The machine must  
not  e n s l a v e  t h e  w o r k i n g c l a s s .
Jus t  Wages
K e t t e l e r  p o i n t e d  out  t h a t ,  as he saw i t ,  p r i c e s  on 
p r od u c t s  wer e  s e t  upon t he  b a s i s  o f  t h e  cos t s  o f  t h e  e q u i p ­
ment and o f  t h e  raw m a t e r i a l s  used f o r  p r o d u c t i o n .  K e t ­
t e l e r  d i d  not  deny t h a t  t h e  laws o f  suppl y  and demand p l ayed  
a p a r t  in t h e  r e g u l a t i o n  o f  t h e  p r i c e  o f  t h e  p r od u c t .  How­
e v e r ,  he emphasized t h a t  t h e  p r i c e  o f  t he  pr oduc t  should  
a l s o  i n c l u d e  a f a v o r a b l e  cost  f o r  l a b o r ,  s i n c e  t he  l a b o r e r  
" i s  w o r t h y  o f  h i s  h i r e . " ^ ^  The workingman possessed a 
r i g h t  to  a s u i t a b l e  r e t u r n  on t h e  pr oduc t  which he produced.  
The workingman had a r i g h t  to a s u i t a b l e  l i f e  as a f r e e
^^Di e  S o z i a l - K a r i t a t i v e  FUrsorqe der  K i r c h e  f Ur  d i e  
Arbei  t e r s c h a f t , 20.
35, b i d .
^ ^ D i e  A r b e i t e r f r a g e  und das C h r i s t e n t u m , 25.
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man in a f r e e  s o c i e t y . 37 Only in t h i s  manner coul d  t he  
workingman develop h is  f u l l  p e r s o n a l i t y ,  which was h i s  God-  
given r i g h t .
One o f  K e t t e l e r ' s  g r e a t e s t  f e a r s  was t h a t  the  modern 
workingman d id  not  possess t h e  a b i l i t y  to  develop h i s  p e r ­
s o n a l i t y ;  t h a t  under  t he  system o f  c a p i t a l i s m ,  as p r a c t i c e d  
in h i s  e r a ,  s o c i e t y  c ons i de r e d  t he  workingman less  and l ess  
as a person,  "The work ingman,"  he w r o t e ,  " i s  a human b e i ng ,  
as I am, w i t h  a s o u l ,  a body and a h e a r t , "38  The wor ker  
accompl ished h i s  economy through h i s  own l abor  as a man 
in t h e  s e r v i c e  o f  s o c i e t y , 39 I t  was a d ut y  o f  s o c i e t y  to  
p r es e nt  the  p o s s i b i l i t y  to t he  workingman to  f u l f i l l  h i s  
purpose in l i f e .  K e t t e l e r  argued t h a t  t h i s  would make t he  
workingman h a p p i e r , s i n ce  he c ou l d  work  w i l l i n g l y  in o r d e r  
to a t t a i n  h i s  purpose as a man. That  t he  workingman r e t a i n  
h i s  s e l f - r e s p e c t  was t h e  c o r r e c t  p r o c ed u r e .  The Bishop o f  
Mainz f e a r ed  t h e  machine age,  f o r  i t  possessed t h e  p o s s i ­
b i l i t y  o f  t he  d e s t r u c t i o n  o f  t h e  i d e a l  f o r  man. The 
machine age might  e v e n t u a l l y  look upon t h e  wor ker  as a 
p a r t  o f  t he  machine.  He s t r e ss e d  t h a t  acknowledgment  o f  
t h e  i n t e l l e c t u a l  and v o l i t i o n a l  essence o f  t he  workingman 
was a b s o l u t e l y  necessar y .  He d e c l a r e d  t h a t  t he  p i l l a r  o f
3 7 1 b i d ,
3 8 | b i d ,
3 9 | b i d .
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any s o c i e t y  was t he  acknowledgment  o f  t he  v a l u e  o f  the  
human p e r s o n a l i t y , ^ ^  Modern s o c i e t y  b u i l t  upon t he  f a l s e  
premise  t h a t  l a b o r  was s t r i c t l y  a commodity which was 
bought  and sold a t  w i l l .  In a speech a t  t he  Fulda Con­
f e r e n c e  o f  German Bishops,  K e t t e l e r  c h a r a c t e r i z e d  t h i s  
a t t i t u d e  as " t h e  s l a v ema r ke t  o f  our  l i b e r a l  Europe,
The Economic I n s t a b i l i t y  o f  t h e  Worker
In t h e  modern economic system K e t t e l e r  r eco g n i ze d ,  
as Lassai  l e  d i d ,  a deep t r a g e d y  in t he  c o n d i t i o n s  o f  t he  
w o r k i n g c l a s s .  He c on s i de r ed  i t  a deeper  t r a g e d y  t h a t  s o c i ­
e t y  seemed unconcerned about  these  c o n d i t i o n s .  For him 
t he  "economic laws" o f  t h e  c l a s s i c a l  economists  chai ned  
t he  workingman,  from which t he  workingman cou l d  not  f r e e  
h i m s e l f  w i t h o u t  a s s i s t a n c e .  For K e t t e l e r  t he  st igma was 
t h i s :  t h a t  the  d e s t i n y  o f  t h e  workingman possessed no ob­
j e c t i v e  in t he  modern epoch and t h a t  a s p i r i t u a l  r e v i v a l  
was necessary  to e s t a b l i s h  t he  r i g h t f u l  s t a t u s  o f  t he  
workingman in s o c i e t y .  He w r o t e  t h a t  t h e  wor ke r  l acked  
t h e  hope o f  e l e v a t i n g  h i m s e l f  w i t h o u t  a s s i s t a n c e , T o  
t h e  bishops assembled a t  Fulda he d e c l a r e d  t h a t  t he  w o r k ­
ingman d i d  not  even possess guarant ees  f o r  t h e  s e c u r i t y  o f
4 0 | b i d , , 17 .
^ ^ Die  S o z i a l - K a r i  t a t i v e  FUrsorqe der  K i r c h e  fUr  d i e  
Arbei  t e r s c h a f t , 11,
4 2 | b l d , , 7 .
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h i s  " p a i n f u l  e x i s t a n c e . H e  argued t h a t  "by recess i ons
in bus i nes s ,  by s ickness  and a c c i d e n t s ,  by t he  weakness
o f  o l d  age,  t he  workingman is  l e f t  w i t h o u t  wages and is a
l o s t  man. The o r d i n a r y  man was a b l e  to  c a r r y  many
burdens and to s u f f e r  much, i f  he c o u l d  f o r e s e e  i t s  end 
e i t h e r  w i t h  him or  h i s  c h i l d r e n .  But  K e t t e l e r  he l d  t h a t ,  
i f  n o t h i n g  were  done,  t he  workingman would n o t  even pos­
sess t h a t  c o n s o l a t i o n ,  f o r  h i s  c h i l d r e n  would have the  
same t y pe  o f  l i f e  as he d i d .  T h e r e f o r e ,  " t h e  hope lessness  
f o r  t h e  b e t t e r m e n t  o f  h i s  p l i g h t ,  t h e  u n c e r t a i n t y  o f  t he  
f u t u r e ,  and t h e  h e l p l e s s n e s s  in h i s  i s o l a t e d  p o s i t i o n  robs 
him [ t h e  workingman]  o f  e v e ry  manly c o u r a g e . W h a t  was 
t h e  r e s u l t ?  " A l l  s e l f - c o n f i d e n c e  and s e c u r i t y  l eaves him,  
and t h e  workingman becomes f i l l e d  w i t h  b i t t e r n e s s  and 
h a t r e d , I f  t h i s  c o n d i t i o n  p e r s i s t e d ,  " i t  w i l l  d e s t r o y
a l l  humani ty  in t he  w o r k i n g m a n . "^7
The Church and t h e  Worker
K e t t e l e r  argued a t  l eng t h  b e f o r e  t he  assembled  
German C a t h o l i c  bishops in 1869 t h a t  concern f o r  t he  w o r k ­
i n g c l a s s  was a r i g h t  o f  t h e  Church.  A l r e a d y  in 1848 a t
4 3 | b i d . . 11.  
4 4 | b i d . , 1 2 .
4 5 | b i d .
4 6 | b i d .
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t h e  Genera l  Congress o f  t he  C a t h o l i c  A s s o c i a t i o n s  o f  
Germany he s t a t e d :  " I t  w i l l  be c o n c l u s i v e l y  shown t h a t
t h e  C a t h o l i c  Church in the  f i n a l  a n a l y s i s  i s  t h e  i n s t i t u ­
t i o n  t o  s o l v e  the  s o c i a l  p r o b l e m s . T h e  d i f f i c u l t i e s  
o f  t h e  workingman s t r u c k  a t  t h e  i nne r  man and des t r oyed  
t h e  moral  f i b r e  which humanized a man. S i nce  she d e a l t  
w i t h  t h e  i n n e r  man, t he  s p i r i t u a l  man, t h e  s o c i a l  w e l f a r e
o f  t h e  w o r k i n g c l a s s  was a moral  o b l i g a t i o n  o f  t h e  Church,
The Va l ue  o f  t he  Worker
I t  was K e t t e l e r ' s  c o n v i c t i o n  t h a t  a l l  t h e  d i f f i ­
c u l t i e s  o f  t h e  workingman led to t he  murder  o f  h i s  s p i r i t u a l  
e l ement s  and c o m p l e t e l y  d u l l e d  him to  t h e  b e a u t i e s  o f  l i f e  
as w e l l  as t h e  p o t e n t i a l i t i e s  and purposes o f  l i f e .  Bishop  
K e t t e l e r  b e l i e v e d  t h a t  the  p r essur es  upon t he  wor ke r  were  
e n t i r e l y  unnecessary  and could  be e l i m i n a t e d .  The causes  
o f  t h e  emot i ona l  depr ess i on  o f  t h e  l a b o r e r  n e c e s s i t a t e d  r e ­
moval  h i s  p e r s o n a l i t y  recogni zed; ^® t h e  v a l ue s  o f  h i s
s t r e n g t h  w e i gh e d ; ^ ]  and h i s  body no l onger  cons i de r ed  a
p i e c e  o f  machi nery .
A p
Sermon to  t h e  GeneraIversammlung der  k a t h o l i  schen 
V e r e i n e  Deut sch lands ,  Ma i nz ,  Oc t ober ,  1848.
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^ ^ Di e  A r b e i t e r f r a g e  und das C h r i s t e n t u m , 17
P f U l f ,  op,  c i t . ,  I l l ,  110.
^^Di e  S o z i a 1- K a r i t a t i v e  FUrsorqe der  K i r c he  f Ur  d i e  
Ar be i  t e r s c h a f t , 8.
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Since  C h r i s t  e x e m p l i f i e d  by word and deed the  
v a l u e  o f  one i n d i v i d u a l ,  K e t t e l e r  p l a c e d  a h i gh  v a l u e  upon 
a man. As C h r i s t  loved t h e  poor ,  so K e t t e l e r  t r i e d  to  
l ove  t h e  poor .  The reasons f o r  t h e  r e c o g n i t i o n  o f  the  
per sona l  v a l u e  o f  each workingman lay  in t h i s  f a i t h  o f  
K e t t e l e r .
But s i n ce  K e t t e l e r  was a Thomi st ,  he was a l s o  con­
v i n ce d  p h i l o s o p h i c a l l y  o f  t h e  i n h e r e n t  v a l u e  o f  each human 
being as an i n t e l l i g e n t  and v o l i t i o n a l  b e i n g . 53 |n h is
s o c i o l o g y  K e t t e l e r  thought  i t  a b s o l u t e l y  necessar y  t h a t  
s o c i e t y  s o l ve  i t s  problems in o r d e r  t h a t  each member have 
t h e  l e a s t  h i n d r a n c e  toward t h e  f u l f i l l m e n t  o f  h i s  p o t e n t i a l .  
For t h e  Bishop t h i s  was no mere dream,  f o r  he b e l i e v e d  t h a t  
t h i s  o b j e c t i v e  could  be reached a l t ho u g h  i m p e r f e c t l y .  Be­
cause o f  the  v a l u e  o f  each i n d i v i d u a l  t h e  a t t e m p t  was 
i m p e r a t i v e . 5^ These were  t h e  b a s i c  concepts  which he ex ­
pressed t hr oughout  h i s  b o o k l e t .  D ie  A r b e i t e r f r a g e  und das 
C h r i s t e n t u m . Th i s  was a l s o  t h e  b as i s  o f  p r i v a t e  p r o p e r t y ,  
which was necessar y  f o r  man's f u l f i l l m e n t .
P r i v a t e  P r o p e r t y
K e t t e l e r  began h i s  c a r e e r  as a s o c i a l  r e f o r mer  in
^^Aquinas,  Summa T h e o l o q i c a , 1, 1, q . 9 ,  a3 to  5;
1, 1,  q . l l 3 ,  a lO;  1, 2,  q . 2 ,  a l ; 1, 2,  q . 4 ,  a?;  1, 2,  q . 7 ;
1, 2 ,  q . 1 1 4 ,  a lO;  a l s o  Chapter  111 o f  t h i s  t h e s i s ,  pp.  68-  
74.
^^Die  S o z i a l - K a r i t a t i v e  FUrsorqe der  K i r c h e  fUr  d i e  
A r b e i t e r s c h a f t , 9 - 1 0 .
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1848.  In the  same year  K e t t e l e r  was e l e c t e d  to t h e  F r an k ­
f o r t  P a r l i a m e n t ,  where he spoke l e a r n e d l y  on t he  s o c i a l  
q u e s t i o n .  In Oct ober ,  1848,  K e t t e l e r  addressed a genera l  
meet ing  o f  German C a t h o l i c s  a t  Mainz  upon f reedom and t h e  
d u t i e s  o f  C a t h o l i c s  toward t h e  s o c i a l  q u e s t i o n s .  Th i s  a d ­
dress  served as an i n t r o d u c t i o n  t o  t he  s i x  sermons on t he  
s o c i a l  o r d e r  which he preached two months l a t e r  a t  t he  
Mainz  C a t h e d r a l .  These sermons l a i d  t h e  b a s i c  f ramework  
o f  K e t t e l e r ' s  ideas on modern s o c i e t y  and were  p u b l i s h e d  
in a book in March,  1849,  e n t i t l e d  D i e  qrossen s o z i a l e n  
Fraqen der  Geqenwar t . The f i r s t  c h a p t e r s  o f  t h i s  b o o k l e t  
d e a l t  w i t h  t he  r i g h t  o f  p r i v a t e  p r o p e r t y .
For the  Bishop t he  r i g h t  o f  p r i v a t e  p r o p e r t y  was 
t h e  c o r n e r s t o n e  o f  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l ' s  f reedom and i t s  p r e s e r ­
v a t i o n ,  as w e l l  as t h e  i n d i v i d u a l ' s  means o f  f u 1f i l i m e n t . 
The e n t i r e  e x p o s i t i o n  o f  t he  t o p i c  f o l l o we d  t h e  t e a ch i n g s  
o f  S t .  Thomas Aqui nas ,  f o r  K e t t e l e r  h i m s e l f  d e c l a r e d  t h a t ;  
"We wi sh  to  e l a b o r a t e  upon and e x p l a i n  t h e  r i g h t  o f  p r i v a t e  
p r o p e r t y  based upon S t .  Thomas Aquinas who e x p l a i n e d  i t  s i x  
hundred years  ago . "^^
N a t ur a l  law possessed t h e  b a s i c  arguments:  t he
n a t u r e  o f  t he  i n d i v i d u a l  person r e q u i r e d  p r i v a t e  p r o p e r t y
^^Die  qrossen s o z i a l e n  Fraqen der  Geq enwa r t , 35-  
37;  a l s o  Die  k a t h o l i s c h e  Lehre vom Eigenthum,  sermon de ­
l i v e r e d  a t  the  Mainz C a t h e d r a l ,  November 19, 1848,  and p a r t  
I I on December 3,  1848.
5 6 | b i d . . 35.
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and t h e  n a t u r e  o f  t he  r e l a t i o n s h i p  between t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  
and s o c i e t y  n e c e s s i t a t e d  i t .  C o n t i n u i n g  t h e  argument  o f  
Aqui nas ,  K e t t e l e r  s a i d  t h a t  c e r t a i n  p i l l a r s  suppor t ed  a 
C h r i s t i a n  s o c i e t y  and one o f  t he s e  was t h e  r i g h t  o f  p r i v a t e
p r o p e r t y .  ^7
The fundamental  p r i n c i p l e  was t h a t  "God is t h e  t r u e
and a b s o l u t e  owner o f  a l l  t h i n g s "  and He wishes  to  d i s ­
t r i b u t e  i t  among a l l  o f  His  c h i l d r e n . " ^ ®  K e t t e l e r  con­
t i n u e d  t h a t  God i n s t i l l e d  i n t o  t h e  v e r y  n a t u r e  o f  man t h e  
r i g h t  o f  p r i v a t e  p r o p e r t y . 59 Man was c r e a t e d  a s o c i a l
be i ng  in o r d e r  t o  mature  and a t t a i n  h i s  purpose in l i f e
t hrough s o c i e t y .  Almost  in terms o f  a modern p s y c h o l o g i s t ,  
t h e  Bishop emphasized a ga i n  and aga i n  t h a t  a man possessed  
a n a t u r a l  d e s i r e  and a n a t u r a l  need f o r  s e c u r i t y  and be ­
l ong i ngness .  When an i n d i v i d u a l  possessed p r o p e r t y ,  he 
f e l t  sec u r e  and a s c e r t a i n e d  t h a t  he belonged to t h e  human 
r ace .  Th i s  gave an i n d i v i d u a l  a f e e l i n g  o f  s e c u r i t y ,  be ­
cause in ownership he had e q u a l i t y  w i t h  o t h e r s .  Th i s  e n ­
hanced h i s  p o s s i b i l i t y  f o r  f reedom.  S i nce  t h e  v e r y  essence  
o f  C h r i s t i a n i t y  was c h a r i t y ,  t h e  C h r i s t i a n  man was o b l i ­
ga ted  t o  a s s i s t  o t h e r s .  But above t h i s ,  K e t t e l e r  c on t i n u e d  
t h e  argument  o f  S t .  Thomas, man's v e r y  n a t u r e  d isposed  him
5 7 1 b i d . , 36.
5 8 | b i d .
5 9 | b i d . . 3 5 - 4 3 .
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t o  he lp h is  f e l l o w  man.^*^ Man could  o n l y  f u l f i l l  t h i s  
n a t u r a l  d e s i r e  through p r i v a t e  ownershi p ,  f o r  o n l y  then 
coul d  he f e e l  secure  in t h e  a s s i s t a n c e  which he gave 
o t h e r s .
K e t t e l e r  f u r t h e r  argued t h a t  t he  C r e a t o r  a l s o  meant  
f o r  man to f u l f i l l  h i s  m a t e r i a l  purposes in l i f e .  The 
Bishop concurred w i t h  Thomas Aquinas t h a t  i t  was i r r a t i o n a l  
to  co n s i de r  man's p r es e nt  n a t u r e  w i t h o u t  t he  r i g h t  and means 
to a t t a i n  h i s  purpose in l i f e , ^ ^  S i nce  man was a s p i r i t u a l -  
m a t e r i a l  b e i ng ,  t h e  o n l y  manner in which he a t t a i n e d  h i s  
m a t e r i a l  ends was through t he  r i g h t  o f  p r i v a t e  p r o p e r t y .
K e t t e l e r  argued t h a t  p r i v a t e  ownership was n eces ­
sa r y  to e s t a b l i s h  and to  suppor t  a f a m i l y .  To e s t a b l i s h  
a f a m i l y  was a n a t u r a l  r i g h t  o f  eve r y  i n d i v i d u a l  man and 
woman. But e ve ry  domest ic  e s t a b l i s h m e n t  needed s e c u r i t y  
in o r d e r  to  a t t a i n  i t s  purpose,  t o  educate  c h i l d r e n ,  to  
a l l e v i a t e  f a m i l y  d i s c o r d ,  and to  p r o v i d e  f o r  f u t u r e  i n d e ­
pendence.
Bishop K e t t e l e r  had a happy f a m i l y  l i f e  in h i s  youth  
and w i t h  t he  Thomists b e l i e v e d  t h a t  a c l o s e - k n i t  f a m i l y  was 
the  bas i c  u n i t  o f  s o c i e t y .  F r e q u e n t l y  throughout  his  works
^^Supra pp.  119 -120 ,  f n .  15 o f  t h i s  c h a p t e r .
^^Die  qrossen s o z i a l e n  Fraqen der  Geqenwar t , 39
and 57.
6 2 , b i d . , 38.
6 3 | b i d . ,  3 9 .
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he refer red to the  C h r i s t i a n  f a m i l y  and i t s  v a l u e  to  the  
i n d i v i d u a l  and to  s o c i e t y . T h e  f a m i l y  was i mp o r ta n t  in 
h i s  s o c i a l  system,  f o r  he devoted t he  f i f t h  sermon ( o r  
c h a p t e r )  Die  k a t h o l i s c h e  Lehre von der  Ehe und F a m i l i e  o f  
D i e  qrossen s o z i a l e n  Fraqen der  Geqenwart  to  i t . ^ ^  He i s ­
sued s ev e r a l  p a s t o r a l  l e t t e r s  on t h e  same t o p i c .  Some o f  
h i s  s o l u t i o n s  t o  problems o f  modern s o c i e t y  were  based 
upon h i s  i dea l  f a m i l y ,  e.  g. women and c h i l d r e n  l a b o r e r s .
The Bishop a l s o  c o n s i de r ed  t h e  r i g h t  o f  p r i v a t e  
p r o p e r t y  n e cessar y  f o r  peace and pr ogr ess  in s o c i e t y .  
S o c i a l i s m ,  he s a i d ,  was i n c o r r e c t  because i t  advocated t h e  
n a t i o n a l i z a t i o n  o f  a l l  p r o p e r t y .  In p r a c t i c a l  te rms,  
K e t t e l e r  ad v i se d  t h a t  t h i s  so l ved  n o t h i n g ,  f o r  d i s p u t e s  
would a r i s e  concer n i ng  t he  c o n t r o l  and d i s t r i b u t i o n  o f  
goods.  Not  e ve r y  i n d i v i d u a l  cou l d  g i v e  t he  same b e n e f i t s  
to t h e  common w e l f a r e ;  each w o r ke r  cou l d  not  p r o v i d e  the  
same energy f o r  the  p r o d u c t i o n  o f  goods.  The g r e a t  empha­
s i s  o f  t he  Bishop was t h a t  the  persona l  i n t e r e s t  o f  t h e  
i n d i v i d u a l  w or ke r  was necessary  t o  produce t he  best  work  
and to  i ns ur e  pr ogr ess  and e f f i ci  ency.
S o c i e t y  by i t s  v e r y  n a t u r e  was a d i v e r s i f i e d
^ ^ 1 b i d . . 9 5 - 1 0 7 ;  P f 1 i ch t en  der  E 1 t e r n , e n t i r e  
pamphlet ;  Sermons: Di e  C h r i s t l i c h e  Idee von der  Ehe und
der  F a m i l i e  Uber d i e  gemischten Ehen.
^^Di e  qrossen s o z i a l e n  Fraqen der  Geqenwar t . 95 -
107.
6 G | b i d . , 4 6 .
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organi sm.  I t s  goal  was t h e  c o o p e r a t i o n  o f  i t s  members f o r  
t h e  a t t a i n m e n t  o f  t h e i r  e x i s t e n t i a l  purposes by v i r t u e  o f  
s e l f - r e s p o n s i b i l i t y .  The i n d i v i d u a l s  o f  s o c i e t y  worked  
f o r  s e l f  and one a n o t h e r ,  not  f o r  a government  which e q u a l l y  
d i s t r i b u t e d  t he  sum t o t a l  o f  p r o d u c t i o n . ^ ^  A s o c i a l  s t r u c ­
t u r e  whi ch  was based upon S o c i a l i s m  d e s t r o y e d  f reedom com­
p l e t e l y ,  because i t  demanded an a b s o l u t e  government .  I t  
d e s t r o y e d  e q u a l i t y ,  s i n ce  those  in government  w i e l d e d  a new 
t y p e  o f  a b s o l u t i s m .  Th i s  k ind o f  a b s o l u t i s m  would be more 
f i r m l y  e n t r e nche d  in t he  o l d  t y p e ,  s i n c e  i t s  grasp o v er  
t he  masses was not  o n l y  p o l i t i c a l  but  economic and s o c i a l .
As long as law p r o t e c t e d  t he  r i g h t  o f  each c i t i z e n  to  own 
p r o p e r t y ,  he possessed a f a r  b e t t e r  chance o f  r e s i s t i n g  
t h e  a b s o l u t i s m  o f  p o l i t i c a l  a u t h o r i t y .  The group which  
c o n t r o l l e d  t he  economy o f  a c o u n t r y ,  in t he  form o f  a l l  
p r o p e r t y ,  n e c e s s a r i l y  c o n t r o l l e d  t he  p o l i t i c a l  l i f e  o f  t h a t  
c o u n t r y .  H i s t o r y ,  K e t t e l e r  conc l uded ,  proved t h a t  p r i v a t e  
p r o p e r t y  tended toward t he  d i s t r i b u t i o n  o f  p o l i t i c a l  power
in a s o c i e t y .
The goods o f  t h e  e a r t h  wer e  to  se r v e  a l l  men f o r  
t h e i r  u t i l i z a t i o n  in t he  f u l f i l l m e n t  o f  t h e i r  e x i s t e n c e  
upon t he  e a r t h . K e t t e l e r  saw t h e  danger  in Germany t h a t
6 7 1 b i d . . 53.
6 8 | b i d . , 52.
6 9 | b i d . . 47 .
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t h e  f i n a n c i a l  c l a s s  would dominate  t he  c o u n t r y .  Th i s  was 
a compl e t e  v i o l a t i o n  o f  j u s t i c e  and c h a r i t y  a c c o r d i n g  to  
Bishop K e t t e l e r .  Th i s  was one o f  t he  reasons f o r  h i s  s t r ong  
o p p o s i t i o n  to  t h e  German N a t i o n a l  L i b e r a l  P a r t y ,  s i n ce  
K e t t e l e r  saw i t  as a p o l i t i c a l  p a r t y  which s t r o v e  me re l y  
t o  p r o t e c t  i t s  own economic i n t e r e s t s .
Bishop K e t t e l e r  seemed to a g r ee  t h a t  t he  S o c i a l i s t s  
possessed t h e  i d e a l  f i n a l  o b j e c t i v e ,  but  he e n t i r e l y  d i s ­
agreed  w i t h  t h e i r  methods.  S o c i a l i s m ,  he m a i n t a i n e d ,  r e l e ­
gated t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  i n t o  t h e  background and made s o c i e t y  
a b s o l u t e .  For K e t t e l e r ,  as a C a t h o l i c  and as a Thomi st ,  
an i n t e r p l a y  o f  r i g h t s  and d u t i e s  e x i s t e d  between s o c i e t y  
and t h e  i n d i v i d u a l . ^ ®  S o c i e t y  was o b l i g e d  t o  a s s i s t  t h e  
i n d i v i d u a l  and was not  imposed upon t h e  i n d i v i d u a l .  S o c i e t y  
was e s t a b l i s h e d  f o r  t h e  w e l f a r e  o f  each per son ,  and not  the  
i n d i v i d u a l  f o r  s o c i e t y .  For K e t t e l e r  a l l  were  bound in 
J u s t i c e  t o  seek t he  common w e l f a r e . 71
The Bishop d i d  not  b e l i e v e  in t he  a b s o l u t e  r i g h t  
o f  p r i v a t e  owner sh i p .  D u t i e s  c u r t a i l e d  t h i s  r i g h t ,  f o r  in 
T h o m i s t i c  t r a d i t i o n  he h e l d  t h a t  e v e r y  r i g h t  e n t a i l e d  a 
d u t y .  Regard ing  p r i v a t e  p r o p e r t y  t he  genera l  d u t y  o f  t he  
i n d i v i d u a l  owner was t o  promote t he  common w e l f a r e .  Thus,  
one who possessed goods and p r o p e r t y  had to  a s s i s t ,  as f a r
70 I b i d . , 4 8 - 4 9 .
71 I b i d . . 5 1 - 5 5 ,
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as p o s s i b l e ,  those who were  in need.  K e t t e l e r  p r e se n t e d  
hi s  mother  as an example o f  one who gave a s s i s t a n c e  t o  the  
poor ,  and f r e q u e n t l y  he preached to  h i s  peop l e  o f  t he  n e ­
c e s s i t y  o f  c h a r i t y  in t he  form o f  a I msdeeds .
Over and above t h e  dut y  o f  a s s i s t a n c e  to t he  poor  
f o r  t h e  common w e l f a r e ,  K e t t e l e r  b e l i e v e d  in t he  n a t i o n a l i ­
z a t i o n  o f  c e r t a i n  e n t e r p r i s e s  to  promote t he  common w e l ­
f a r e ,  Thus,  he recommended t h e  n a t i o n a l i z a t i o n  o f  the  
r a i l r o a d s  in Germany f o r  t he  b e t t e r  w e l f a r e  o f  a l l  German 
c i t i z e n s . 73 The genera l  p u b l i c  possessed t he  r i g h t ,  he 
argued,  o f  convenience  o f  t r a v e l .  There  was a l s o  a p o l i t i ­
ca l  reason which K e t t e l e r  brought  f o r wa r d .  He b e l i e v e d  
t h a t  t he  n a t i o n a l i z a t i o n  o f  r a i l r o a d s  a s s i s t e d  t he  u n i f i c a ­
t i o n  o f  Germany, i t  a l s o  a s s i s t e d  in g i v i n g  f reedom o f  
movement t o  t h e  genera l  p u b l i c  o f  Germany,  s i n ce  government-  
owned r a i l r o a d s  should be an e n t e r p r i s e  o f  p u b l i c  s e r v i c e ,  
not  p r o f i t .
Women Laborers  and C h i l d  Laborers
Bishop K e t t e l e r ' s  deep r espec t  f o r  f a m i l y  l i f e  and 
f o r  t h e  human person permeated h i s  regard  f o r  women workers  
and c h i l d  l a b o r e r s .  Again K e t t e l e r  based h i s  argument  upon 
t he  n a t u r a l  law. The Bishop d e c l a r e d  t h a t  n a t u r a l  law
7 ^ I b i d . , 6 0 - 6 3 ;  Der Armuth Jesu,  sermon d e l i v e r e d  
on Chr i s t mas ,  1849,  and Chr i s t mas ,  1876.
7 3 p i e  K a t h o l i  ken i m deutschen R e i c h e , IV ( a l l  o f  
t he  c h a p t e r T
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c o m p l e t e l y  f o rbade  the  per f ormance  o f  i n d u s t r i a l  l a b o r  by 
women and c h i l d r e n . 7̂  ̂ For ,  he a rgued,  t h a t  t h i s  m a n i f e s t e d  
no regard  f o r  t h e  human per son ,  when f a c t o r y  and mine  
owners employed women and c h i l d  wor ker s  in o r d e r  to  o b t a i n  
maximum p r o f i t s . 75 K e t t e l e r  v i g o r o u s l y  opposed t he  employ­
ment o f  a w i f e  o r  mother .  He w r o t e  t h a t :
A w i f e ,  who has become a l a b o r e r ,  is no l onger  a 
w i f e ;  she no l onger  leads an obscure ,  p r o t e c t e d  
and pr oper  l i f e .  . . .  A f a m i l y  l i f e  whi ch  is  
not  o n l y  p l e a s i n g  to a w i f e  but  a l s o  v e r y  f o r t u ­
n a t e  f o r  t he  f a m i l y  is t h e  p i l l a r  f o r  a C h r i s t i a n  
soci  e t y . 7 o
As e a r l y  as 1867 K e t t e l e r  t ook  t h i s  p o s i t i o n  in a r t i c l e s  
w r i t t e n  f o r  t he  M a i n z e r  J o u r n a l . 77 He d e f i n i t e l y  f e l t  t h a t  
t he  home was t h e  p l a c e  f o r  a woman.
He remained r a t h e r  o b s t i n a t e  in t h i s  v i e w p o i n t ,  
f o r  K e t t e l e r  f e l t  t h a t  women l a b o r e r s  f o s t e r e d  a moral  de­
c l i n e  in t h e  w o r l d  o f  women. Women workers  were  a l s o  an 
i n d i c t m e n t  o f  t he  economic o r d e r  f o r  he was convinced t h a t  
a work i ngman' s  f a m i l y  should suppor t  i t s e l f  w i t h o u t  t h e  
n e c e s s i t y  o f  women wage e a r n e r s .  K e t t e l e r  s t r o v e  f o r  the  
r e h a b i l i t a t i o n  o f  womanhood t o  h e r  d i g n i t y  a t  l e a s t  by an 
ad j us t me n t  o f  t he  envi ronment  in which t he  woman l a b o r e r  
worked in o r d e r  to  s a f egua r d  her  f e m i n i n e  i n d i v i d u a l i t y ,
7^H i r t e n b r i e f  Uber d i e  c h r i s t l i c h e  A r b e i t , 4 .
7 5 p i e  Ar be i te r bewequnq  und i h r  St reben im V e r h ë l t - 
n i s  zur  R e l i g i o n  und S i t t l i c h k e i t , 4.
7&| b i d .
77Ma i nzer  J o u r n a l , Nos.  284,  285 ,  287 ,  and 288
( 1 8 6 7 ) .
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He a l s o  f e l t  t h a t  women should possess a deep sense o f  
d u t y  toward the  f a m i l y . 78
In a p a s t o r a l  l e t t e r  K e t t e l e r  condemned t h e  p r a c ­
t i c e  o f  women l a b o r e r s ,  e s p e c i a l l y  young g i r l s .  In t hese  
young g i r l s  t he  Bishop saw p o t e n t i a l  mothers and t h e  soul  
o f  a f a m i l y .  The h igh purpose o f  t he  f e m i n i n e  d i s p o s i t i o n  
in s o c i e t y  was p r e c i s e l y  fundamental  in t he  e n t i r e  n a t u r a l  
g i f t  o f  t h e  w i f e .  Accor d ing  t o  K e t t e l e r  t h i s  p r i m a r y  d i s ­
p o s i t i o n  was o r d e r e d  in t he  secondary d u t i e s  o f  l i f e .  But  
t h e  modern way o f  s o c i e t y  r e v o l t e d  a g a i n s t  t h i s ,  f o r  t he  
f a t a l  economic p r a c t i c e  o f  h a r ness i ng  t h e  woman in t h e  same 
manner as man a c t u a l l y  was w i des pr e ad  in i n d u s t r y . 79
Bishop K e t t e l e r  saw in e v e ry  g i r l  a p o t e n t i a l  
mother  and in eve r y  woman t h e  soul  o f  a f a m i l y .  He ma i n ­
t a i n e d  t h a t  t h i s  purpose c o n s t i t u t e d  t h e  e n t i r e  p e r s o n a l i t y  
o f  t h e  woman. In women f a c t o r y  l a b o r e r s  K e t t e l e r  saw an 
i m p o s i t i o n  upon t h e i r  purpose in l i f e ,  and t h i s  was a 
v i o l a t i o n  o f  t h e  n a t u r a l  law.  T h e r e f o r e ,  t h e  Bishop  
reasoned t h a t  i t  was a moral  i ss u e .  He w r o t e  t h a t  i t  was
easy t o  adopt  i m m o r a l i t y  and impudence to t h e  f a c t o r y  
80system.  In h i s  program f o r  German C a t h o l i c s  K e t t e l e r  
p o i n t e d  ou t  t h a t  " t h r oug h  s t a t i s t i c s  i t  i s  a w e l l  e s t a b -
7 8 | b i d .
7^H 1 r t e n b r i e f  Uber d i e  c h r i s t l i c h e  A r b e i t , 5.
Rn Di e  Arbei  terbewequnq und i h r  St reben im V e r h ë i l t - 
n i s  z u r  R e l i g i o n  und S i t t l i c h k e i t , 6 .
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1i shed f a c t ,  t h a t  in a l l  i ns t ances  where women work in 
f a c t o r i e s ,  t h e  deat h  r a t e  among i n f a n t s  i s  h igh because  
o f  l a c k  o f  a t t e n t i o n  and c a r e . " 8 l  He concluded t h a t  t h i s  
inhuman s i t u a t i o n  approached murder ,
K e t t e l e r  c on s i de r e d  c h i l d  l abor  more i r r a t i o n a l  
than women wo r ke r s  and w r o t e  a g a i n s t  t he  p r a c t i c e  in 
s t r on g  t e rms.  He m a i n t a i n e d  t h a t  " i n d u s t r i a l  l ab o r  f o r  
c h i l d r e n  is t h e  most h o r r i b l e  t h i n g  in our  t i m e . " ^ ^  He 
c o n t i n u e d  t h a t  h i s  h e a r t  ached w i t h  love f o r  t he  souls  o f  
t h e s e  c h i l d r e n ;  and he demanded t h a t  r e l i g i o n  w i t h  i t s  
l ove f o r  c h i l d r e n  t a k e  t h e  i n i t i a t i v e  to i n s i s t  t h a t  c h i l d  
l a b o r  was o u t l a w e d .
In t h e  p e r i o d i c a l  K a t h o l i  k in 1839 Archbishop von 
Rouen had w r i t t e n  an a r t i c l e ,  which Bishop K e t t e l e r  quoted:  
"What i s  t h e  l o t  o f  t he s e  c h i l d r e n ?  Open your eyes and 
s e e ! W i t h  Rouen's words K e t t e l e r  warned t h a t  p a ren t s  
and mast ers  would c e r t a i n l y  be punished f o r  t he  use and 
harsh t r e a t m e n t  o f  c h i l d  l a b o r e r s .  He r e i t e r a t e d  Ar ch ­
bishop Rouen's demand f o r  t he  enactment  and s t r i c t  e n f o r c e ­
ment o f  laws t o  p r o t e c t  c h i l d r e n  from such a " d i s a s t e r , "^4
Q I
D i e  K a t h o l i k e n  im deutschen R e i c h e , 91,
Q o
D i e  A r be i te r bewequnq  und i hr  St reben im V e r h ë l t - 
n i s  z u r  R e l i g i o n  und S i t t l i c h k e i t , 22,
B^K a t h o l i k . V o l .  71 ( 1 8 3 9 ) ,  21,
fiU I b i d , , and used by K e t t e l e r  in Di e Arbe i  t e r bewe­
qunq und i h r  S t reben im V e r h ë l t n i s  z u r  R e l i g i o n  und S i t t - 
1 i chkei  t , 23.
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K e t t e l e r  a lways led in propos ing l e g i s l a t i o n  a g a i n s t  
woman and c h i l d  l ab or  and t he  Center  p a r t y  adopted these  
sug g e s t i on s .  Not o n l y  d i d  t he  Bishop seek l ega l  means to  
stop t h i s  p r a c t i c e ,  but  in h i s  own d i ocese  o f  Mainz he 
p e r s o n a l l y  v i s i t e d  i n d u s t r i a l i s t s  in an a t t e mp t  to conv i nce  
them to stop t h e  p r a c t i c e .  Through p a s t o r a l  l e t t e r s  
K e t t e l e r  p l eaded  w i t h  C a t h o l i c  pa r en t s  not  to p e r m i t  t h e i r  
c h i l d r e n  to  work in i n d u s t r y .  The Bishop a t t e mpt e d  to ob­
t a i n  moral  a c t i o n  and l e a d e r s h i p  a g a i n s t  t h i s  p r a c t i c e  on 
t h e  p a r t  o f  t h e  Fulda Conf erence  o f  Bishops.  He devoted  
much space in h i s  r e p o r t  t o  t h e  c on f e r e n c e ,  D i e  s o z i a l -  
K a r i t a t i v e  FUrsorge der  K i r c h e  f Ur  d i e  A r b e i t e r s c h a f t . in 
which he p l eaded  w i t h  t he  bishops to  t a k e  a c t i o n .
S h o r t e r  Work Hours
The u l t i m a t e  o b j e c t i v e  o f  K e t t e l e r  was t h e  humaniza­
t i o n  o f  i n d u s t r i a l  p r a c t i c e s .  Thus,  h i s  arguments f o r  a 
s h o r t e r  wor k - day  and a s h o r t e r  work-week f a l l  i n t o  t he  
same c a t e g o r y  as h i s  arguments a g a i n s t  woman and c h i l d  
l a b o r .  The Bishop argued t h a t  t he  long work hours ,  then 
in p r a c t i c e ,  endangered t h e  h e a l t h  o f  t h e  l a b o r i n g  man.
He w r o t e  t h a t  t he  l a b o r i n g  man possessed t he  r i g h t  to  op­
pose s t r e n u o u s l y  t h i s  p r a c t i c e  and to  u n i t e  in o r d e r  to  
a l l e v i a t e  t h i s  immoral p rocedure  o f  the  f i n a n c i a l  i n t e r ­
e s t s , Here again  t h e  Cent e r  p a r t y  adopted h i s  suggested
^^Die  A r b e i t e r f r a g e  und das C h r i s t e n t u m , 36,
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l eg i  s l a t i v e  program.
The long work- week  not  o n l y  endangered t he  h e a l t h
o f  t he  workingman,  but  a c c o r d i n g  to  K e t t e l e r  i t  v i o l a t e d
one o f  t he  fundamental  r i g h t s  o f  t h e  wor ker  as a man. Long
work hours p r e ve n t e d  t he  l a b o r e r  from e n j o y i n g  l i f e  as a
human b e i n g ,  and he r epea t ed  t h a t  t h e  workingman was not
a machine.  Even a machine coul d  not  o p e r a t e  c o n t i n u o u s l y .
Long work hours p r eve n t e d  t h e  l a b o r e r  f rom e n j o y i n g  t he
c u l t u r a l ,  e d u c a t i o n a l ,  and moral  v a l u e s  in s o c i e t y .  In an
emphat ic  manner he w r o t e  t h a t :
. , , work  i s  an e s s e n t i a l  p a r t  o f  t h e  p e r s o n a l i t y  
o f  a man. For t h i s  reason i t  must be p r o t e c t e d  in 
a c i v i l i z e d  s t a t e  by laws.  Where t h i s  i s  not  t h e  
case ,  where work is approached as a commodi ty,  
where work  i s  e x p l o i t e d  by c a p i t a l i s m  because o f  
egoism,  t h e  l a b o r e r  i s  s l o w l y  murdered , , , i t  is  
a form o f  b a r bar  i t y ,  oo
Si nce  K e t t e l e r  saw no o t h e r  means a v a i l a b l e  in 1869 to  
c u r t a i l  t h i s  e v i l ,  he suggested t h a t  t h e  Fulda Bishops  
Conf erence  g i v e  moral  suppor t  a t  l e a s t  f o r :  " l aws  c o nc e r n ­
ing s h o r t e r  work  hours and Sunday r e s t , " ® ^
The t h i r d  commandment o f  God was not  t he  o n l y  b a s i s  
f o r  K e t t e l e r ' s  argument  a g a i n s t  Sunday work.  He w r o t e  t h a t :  
"Sunday r e s t  is not  o n l y  a d i v i n e  law but  a l s o  a n a t u r a l  
law.  I t  i s  in t he  same c a t e g o r y  as n i g h t l y  r e s t  and p r e ­
serves  t he  h e a l t h  and s t r e n g t h  o f  t h e  work ingman,
^^M a i nz e r  J o u r n a 1 , No, 287 ( 1 8 6 7 ) ,  3,
^^Di e  s o z i a l - K a r i t a t i v e  FUrsorge der  K i r c h e  fUr  d i e  
Arbei  t e r s c h a f t , 9.
^^Die  K a t h o l i k e n  im deutschen Re i che .  93 .
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The Jus t  Wage and Human Values
K e t t e l e r ' s  arguments a g a i n s t  woman and c h i l d  l a b o r  
and a g a i n s t  long work  hours wer e  based upon h i s  sense o f  
m o r a l i t y .  So were  h i s  arguments and recommendat ions f o r  
a j u s t  wage.  Here he approached t h e  problem in a p r a c t i c a l  
manner.  In t h e  appendix  to D i e  A r b e i t e r f r a q e  und das 
C h r i s t e n t u m , K e t t e l e r  showed t h e  s t a t i s t i c s  which he 
ga t h e r ed  on wages and t he  c o s t  o f  l i v i n g  f o r  German,  
B r i t i s h ,  and French wo r ke rs .  In h i s  arguments f o r  a Ju s t  
wage K e t t e l e r  agreed w i t h  Lassai  l e  t h a t  t he  w o r ke r  should  
share  in h i s  p r o d u c t . ^9 However ,  in h i s  arguments t he  
Bishop u t i l i z e d  n a t u r a l  law more than d i d  Lassai  l e .
In agreement  w i t h  Lassai  l e  K e t t e l e r  m a i n t a i n e d  
t h a t  in h i s  day t he  o n l y  law a p p l i e d  to  wages was t he  law 
o f  supply  and demand. Wages wer e  regarded as any o t h e r  
commodity which p r o d u c t i o n  demanded. S i nc e ,  in most cases ,  
t h e  supply  o f  l ab o r  was g r e a t e r  than t he  demand, " t h e  
work i ngman' s  p r e s e n t  wages cannot  even purchase t h e  n e ce s ­
s i t i e s  o f  l i f e . "90  Thus,  " t h e  workingman cannot  e l e v a t e  
h i s  p o s i t i o n  in l i f e  above t h a t  o f  mere e x i s t e n c e  w i t h  t h e  
r e s u l t  t h a t  he is  despondent  and loses a l l  c o n f i d e n c e  in 
l i f e . "91
^ ^ Le n h a r t ,  o p . c i t . ,  85.
9 0 p i e  Arbei  t e r f r a q e  und das C h r i s t e n t u m , 16.
9 1 1 b i d . ; and D i e  K a t h o l i k e n  im deutschen R e i c h e ,
85 .
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The workingman was not  me r e l y  a commodity;  he was 
a person and a member o f  s o c i e t y .  The p r e s e r v a t i o n  o f  
l i f e  was a duty  o f  eve r y  i n d i v i d u a l .  T h e r e f o r e ,  each i n ­
d i v i d u a l  had t h e  r i g h t  to  p r ocur e  t h e  requi rements  f o r  
e x i s t e n c e ;  and the  workingman accompl ished t h i s  o n l y  by 
work and wages.  These wages had to  p r oc u r e  more than the  
n e c e s s i t i e s  o f  l i f e - - t h o s e  necessary  f o r  mere e x i s t e n c e .  
The n a t u r a l  laws o f  j u s t i c e  demanded a r easonab l e  and 
f r u g a l  comfor t  in t he  l i f e  o f  t he  w o r k i n g m a n , 9^ T h e r e ­
f o r e ,  K e t t e l e r  argued t h a t  o t h e r  norms were  necessary  to  
r e g u l a t e  wages than were  u t i l i z e d  to c a l c u l a t e  t h e  v a l u e  
o f  a m a c h i n e . 93 The Bishop demanded t h a t  t he  w o r k i n g c l a s s  
have a t  l e a s t  the  a b i l i t y  to  a c q u i r e ,  what  he termed,  
"Kul t urmi n i mum, "9^  which inc l uded  t he  r i g h t  o f  t he  w o r k ­
ingman to l i v e  a happy,  h e a l t h y ,  and w o r t h w h i l e  l i f e , 95 
t o  e s t a b l i s h  and educate  a f a m i l y  and to  possess s e c u r i t y  
in o l d  age and from a c c i d e n t s , 9^ A l l  these  were r i g h t s  o f  
t h e  w o r k i n g m a n ,97
92 Die Arbei  t e r f r a q e  und das C h r i s t e n t u m , 30,  
9 9 | b i d . . 25,
9 ^0 i e  Arbe i te rbewequnq und i h r  St reben im V e r h ë l t - 
n i s  zur  R e l i g i o n  und S i t t l i c h k e i t , 24,
9 9 peutschl and nach dem K r i e g e  von 1 86 6 , 13,
9 ^ P i e  Arbei  t e r f r a q e  und das C h r i s t e n t u m , 2 0 - 2 3 ,
^^Die  K a t h o l i  ken im deutschen R e i c h e , a l l  o f  Chap­
t e r  IV,
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C h r i s t i a n i t y  r e i n f o r c e d  a l l  t he  arguments from 
n a t u r a l  law. In the  n a t u r a l  o r d e r  j u s t i c e  was t he  bond 
o f  s o c i e t y ,  and C h r i s t i a n i t y  p r ese n t e d  wes t e r n  c i v i l i z a t i o n  
w i t h  a no t h e r  bond, the  law o f  c h a r i t y .  Bishop K e t t e l e r  
f r e q u e n t l y  r e f e r r e d  to  t h i s  concept  o f  St .  Thomas Aquinas  
and e x p l i c i t l y  a p p l i e d  i t  to t he  problem o f  wages.
R i gh t  o f  Workingmen's A s s o c i a t i o n s ^ ^
K e t t e l e r  agreed w i t h  Lassai  l e  t h a t  t h e  wor ker  had 
a r i g h t  to o r g a n i z e  in o r d e r  t o  o b t a i n  a J u s t  wage and t he  
a d j us t me n t  o f  o t h e r  g r i e v a n c e s .  As a f r i e n d  o f  t he  w o r k ­
ingman,  K e t t e l e r  c ou l d  not  a vo i d  r e c o g n i t i o n  o f  t h i s  i n ­
c a l c u l a b l e  need.  Th i s  i nc luded c o - o p e r a t i v e s  as w e l l  as 
t r a d e  un i ons ,  which were  t he  o n l y  means which the  w o r k i n g ­
man had t o  he l p  h i m s e l f .  Accord ing to  t he  Bi shop,  an i n ­
d i v i d u a l  wor ker  c ou l d  not  conquer  t h e  economic weaknesses  
o f  h i s  p o s i t i o n .  " I s o l a t i o n , "  he w r o t e ,  " i s  a weakness.
The i n d i v i d u a l  workingman i s  weak and I do not  mean the  
c h i l d  l a b o r e r  and t he  workingwoman but  a l s o  t he  w o r k i n g ­
m a n . K e t t e l e r  d e c l a r e d  t h a t  t he  Pruss i an  law o f  J u l y  
4 ,  1868,  which gave workingmen t he  r i g h t  o f  a s s o c i a t i o n ,  
was "a smal l  beg i nn i n g  to  f r e e  t he  l a b o r e r  from a d e s p e r a t e  
i s o l a t i o n  to which t h e  economic l e g i s l a t i o n  o f  t he  modern
^^Die  Arbei  t e r f r a q e  und das C h r i s t e n t u m , 9.
^^Golo Mann, Deutsche Gesch i ch t e  ( F r a n k f u r t  am 
Main:  F i sch e r  V e r l a g l  I 9 6 0 ) ,  269.
^^^Die K a t h o l i  ken im deutschen Re i che .  86.
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s t a t e  t r a n s f e r s  The s t r e n g t h  o f  unions was the
o n l y  p r a c t i c a l  and r e a l  way t o  he l p  t he  w o r k e r ' s  p o s i t i o n .
A n a t u r a l  and b a s i c  law o f  humani ty  and C h r i s t i a n i t y  
was t he  b a s i s  f o r  work i ngmen ' s  a s s o c i a t i o n s .  Everyone  
should encourage these  in suppor t  o f  t he  w o r k e r .  He w r o t e  
t h a t ;  " i t  would be a gr ave  m i s t a k e ,  i f  we h e l d  o u r s e l v e s  
a l o o f  from t h i s  e n d e a v o r . " The Bishop emphasized t h i s  
e f f o r t  was most nece s sa r y  f o r  C h r i s t i a n  w o r k e r s ,  so t h a t  
t h e  m u l t i t u d e  o f  t he  workingmen would not  remain as " p r e y  
to t h e  men who a r e  s t r a n g e r s  t o  C h r i s t i a n i t y . " ^ ® ^
C o - o p e r a t  i ves ^
K e t t e l e r  used t h e  i d e n t i c a l  arguments f o r  c o - o p e r a ­
t i v e s  which he used f o r  un i ons .  He f i r m l y  b e l i e v e d  t h a t  
c o - o p e r a t i v e s  wer e  one o f  t he  b e t t e r  means through which  
t he  workingman he l ped h i m s e l f .  K e t t e l e r  m a i n t a i n e d  t h a t  
t h e  c o - o p e r a t i v e  system was based upon t h e  d i v i n e  o r d e r  
and was e s s e n t i a l l y  C h r i s t i a n ,  even i f  men d i d  not  adhere  
" t o  God's w i l l  or  v i o l a t e  i t . "  He c o n t i n u e d  t h a t  t he  c o ­
o p e r a t i v e  system was not  o n l y  j u s t ,  and w o r t h y  o f  t he  sup­
p o r t  o f  t he  Roman C a t h o l i c  Church,  but  t h a t  C h r i s t i a n i t y  
a l o n e  possessed t he  s t r e n g t h  among s o c i a l  i n s t i t u t i o n s
^®^Di e  Arbe i  t e r f r a q e  und das C h r i s t e n t u m , 129.
T®3| b i d .
T ® 4 p f u i f ,  op.  c i t . , I I ,  183 - 201 .
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which was necessar y  f o r  t he  success and t h e  p r o s p e r i t y  o f  
c o - o p e r a t i v e s .  The reason f o r  h i s  p o s i t i o n  was C h r i s t i a n i ­
t y ' s  h igh e v a l u a t i o n  o f  t he  i n d i v i d u a l  person.  C o - o p e r a ­
t i v e s  had t o  have a s t r ong  s p i r i t u a l  bond,  which C h r i s t i ­
a n i t y  a l o n e  p r o v i d e d . ^05 He e l a b o r a t e d  upon h i s  argument  
t h a t  :
A more welcome p i e c e  o f  a d v i c e  and a h i g h e r  thought  
on man's s p i r i t u a l i t y  does not  e x i s t  than t h e  com­
mandment: love  your  n e i g h b o r  as you love  y o u r s e l f ;
o r  in t he  words o f  t he  golden r u l e :  do unto o t h e r s
as you wish them to  do unto you.  The e n t i r e  t e a c h ­
ing o f  C h r i s t i a n i t y  is  m e r e l y  a c l a r i f i c a t i o n  o f  
t h i s  commandment. . . . Th i s  commandment must be 
t h e  b a s i c  C h r i s t i a n  p r i n c i p l e  which governs ever y  
c o - o p e r a t i v e  system and t h e  system must be permeated  
w i t h  t h i s  s p i r i t . 106
I t  was j u s t  as n e ce s sa r y  f o r  K e t t e l e r  t h a t  workingmen u n i t e
f o r  t h e i r  m a t e r i a l  needs as f o r  t h e i r  moral  s t r e n g t h .
S i nce  t he  Bishop f i r m l y  b e l i e v e d  t h i s ,  h i s  o n l y  a l t e r n a t i v e
was t o  advo c a t e  both c o - o p e r a t i v e s  and un i ons .  He p r a i s e d
K o l p i n g ' s  e f f o r t s  to  o r g a n i z e  t he  C a t h o l i c  workingman i n t o  
107un i ons .  '
T rade Unions
in t he  o u t l i n e  o f  an u n pub l i shed  book which K e t ­
t e l e r  was p r e p a r i n g  in t h e  year  o f  h i s  d e a t h ,  1877,  he 
showed concern about  t h e  p o s i t i o n  o f  t h e  C h r i s t i a n  w o r k i n g -
T ° 5 | b i d . . 1 30 - 33 .  
l O ^ i b i d . . 134.
107 I b i d . ,  1 3 6 - 3 8 .
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man in t he  w o r k i n g c l a s s  movement.  In notes  f o r  the  book
he w r o t e  t h a t  :
In t r a d e  unions a kerne l  is found,  which a t  l e a s t  
shows t he  way in which a u n i v e r s a l  o r g a n i z a t i o n  may 
come i n t o  e x i s t e n c e .  In t h i s  is a l s o  found t he  pos­
s i b i l i t y  o f  a work ingman' s  o r g a n i z a t i o n  which can be 
formed among t he  d i f f e r e n t  o c c u p a t i o n s .  Over the  
l oca l  t r a d e  unions t h e r e  should be a d i s t r i c t  un i on .
On t h e  l oca l  l ev e l  t he  v a r i o u s  t r a d e s  may be sepa­
r a t e d ;  but  on t he  d i s t r i c t  l e v e l  a l l  unions should  
work t o g e t h e r .  T r ue ,  t h e r e  is  a danger  t h a t  t h i s  
c l o s e l y - k n i t  a s s o c i a t i o n  c ou l d  be t h e  nuc l eus  o f  
r e v o l u t i o n a r y  a c t i v i t i e s .  I f ,  however ,  t h e  l eader s  
o f  t h e  d i s t r i c t  were  l i m i t e d  in t h e i r  powers and 
were f o r b i dd e n  to  become i nv o l v e d  in p o l i t i c s ,  t h i s  
danger  would be g r e a t l y  a l l e v i a t e d . 108
A l r e a d y  in 1865 Bishop von K e t t e l e r  had c l e a r l y  de ­
f i n e d  t he  o b j e c t i v e  which t r a d e  unions and c o - o p e r a t i v e s  
should f u l f i l  1:^^^
1. C o - o p e r a t i v e s  should make t he  w o r k i n g ­
man depend upon h i m s e l f ,  but  w i t h o u t  t he  e x c l us i o n  
o f  r easonab l e  suppor t  from t he  s t a t e .
2.  I t  was necessary  f o r  a l l  workingmen to  
belong to an o r g a n i z a t i o n .
3.  Trade unions must have a w o r k a b l e  c o n s t i ­
t u t i o n .
4 .  The workingman had t he  r i g h t  to  choose  
hi s  work and t he  t r a d e  union to  which he wished to  
J o i n .
5.  The t r a d e  union should p r o t e c t  i t s  members 
m a t e r i a l l y  and m o r a l l y  in t he  sense o f  c o - o p e r a t i v e
i ndependence.
The workingman needed r ea l  f reedom,  s i n c e  " i t  were  b e t t e r  
to  eat  me r e l y  po t a t o e s  and c l o t h e  o n e s e l f  w i t h  animal  sk ins
TOGpfUl f ,  OP. c i t . , I i I , 300.
1 0 9 | b i d . , 2 9 9 - 3 0 2 .
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and possess f reedom than to  have a l l  t he  p r o g r ess  o f  i ndus ­
t r y  and be a s l a v e . T h e r e f o r e ,  t r a d e  unions had t o  
f o s t e r  f reedom f o r  t he  w o r k i n g c l a s s ,  f o r  "as long as a man 
has f reedom to e x e r c i s e  h i s  r i g h t s ,  even though he is  poor ,  
he is s t i l l  a man."111
The c h i e f  dangers to  t r a d e  uni on i sm,  whi ch  K e t t e l e r  
p e r c e i v e d ,  were  l i b e r a l i s m ,  communism, and a t h e i s m .  L i b e r ­
a l i s m  was a danger  because i t  was c o n t r o l l e d  by t h e  f i n a n ­
c i a l  groups who had no o t h e r  i n t e r e s t  in t h e  workingman  
than e x p l o i t a t i o n .  Communism t ook  away t he  work i ngman ' s  
independence and p r i v a t e  p r o p e r t y  was necessary  f o r  i n d e ­
pendence,  Athe ism was a danger  because a s t r ong  and j u s t  
u n i t y  needed C h r i s t i a n  c h a r i t y .
In o r d e r  to  guard a g a i n s t  t he s e  dangers C h r i s t i a n i t y ,  
but  not  n e c e s s a r i l y  C a t h o l i c i s m ,  was b a s i c  f o r  t r a d e  un i ons .  
In t he  c on c l ud i ng  remark in Die  Arbei  t e r f r a q e  und das 
C h r i s t e n t u m  K e t t e l e r  w r o t e  t h a t :  " E v e r y t h i n g ,  which I have
w r i t t e n  h e r e ,  I have not  based o n l y  upon C a t h o l i c i s m  but  
upon t h e  Judgment o f  t hose  who have t he  w e l f a r e  o f  t h e  
w o r k i n g c l a s s  a t  h e a r t  and who b e l i e v e  in C h r i s t ,  t h e  Son 
o f  God,"1T2
^ l Oj b i d , . 302.  
 ̂  ̂ h b i d .
 ̂  ̂2p i e  Arbei  t e r f r a q e  und das C h r i s t e n t u m , 160,
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K e t t e l e r  and Lassai  le
There  was one e x c e p t i o n  t o  Bishop von K e t t e l e r ' s  
condemnat ion o f  S o c i a l i s t  l e a d e r s h i p ,  and t h i s  was F e r d i ­
nand Lassai  l e .  C a t h o l i c  w r i t e r s  recogn i zed  t he  impor tance  
o f  Lassa l i e ' s  p r i n c i p l e  t h a t  German l a b o r e r s  should become 
consc i ous  o f  t h e i r  h i s t o r i c a l  r o l e  and o r g a n i z e  themselves  
i n t o  an independent  p o l i t i c a l  p a r t y .  C a t h o l i c  l ea d e r s  
r eco g n i ze d  h i s  v i g or ous  a s s a u l t  upon economic l i b e r a l i s m  
w i t h  d e l i g h t .  "Bishop von K e t t e l e r  op e n l y  acknowledges  
h i s  indebtedness  to  t he  t h e o r i e s  o f  Lassai  l e . " ^^3 Joseph  
Edmund JOrg,  t h e  e d i t o r  o f  t he  Hi s t o r i  s c h - P o l i  t i  sche  
B l o t t e r , w r o t e  a lmost  in t h e  same f rame o f  mind as K e t t e l e r :
Th i s  man [Lassa i  l e ]  never  f o r  a moment s tood on a 
C h r i s t i a n  f o u n d a t i on  but  . . .  he i l l u m i n a t e d  t he  
d a r k e s t  depths o f  modern c u l t u r a l  h i s t o r y  w i t h  t he  
l i g h t n i n g  s t r ok es  o f  h i s  s p i r i t  and o f t e n  spoke a 
l anguage t h a t  was not  unworthy o f  a C h r i s t i a n  seer  
and s o c i a l  p h i l o s o p h e r .  . . .  No one can i gnor e  
him,  no one can d i s p u t e  h i s  fame to  have been one 
o f  t h e  g r e a t e s t  geniuses o f  t h e  c e n t u r y . 114
Bishop W i lh e l m von K e t t e l e r  w r o t e  Lassai  l e  but  d i d  
n ot  s ign t h e  l e t t e r .  He w r o t e :  " I  sent  t h i s  l e t t e r  anony­
mously and c o n g r a t u l a t e  your  warm i n t e r e s t  f o r  t he  w o r k i n g -  
c l a s s .  . . .  My p o s i t i o n  which I have in l i f e  makes i t  
i m p o s s i b l e  t o  s t a t e  my n a m e . " ^ ' 5  Jq t h i s  Lassai  l e  r e p l i e d  
on Januar y  21,  1864: " i s  your p o s i t i o n  so w e l l - d i s p o s e d
1 1 ^̂Koppel  S. Pinson,  Modern Germany (New York:  The
M acmi l l an  C o . ,  1 954 ) ,  203 and 594.
^^^As quoted in Pinson,  op.  c i t . ,  594.
1 1 5 p f U l f ,  op.  c i t . , I I ,  183 f f .
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t h a t ,  w h a t e v e r  p o s i t i o n  you t a k e ,  a lways redounds t o  your  
ra nk . " ^ ^ ^  Lassai  l e  knew t h e  a u t h o r  o f  the l e t t e r .
Many f a b l e s  a r ose  concer n i ng  t he  r e l a t i o n s h i p  o f  
Bishop K e t t e l e r  and Lassai  l e  a f t e r  t he  l e t t e r ' s  deat h .
An a r t i c l e  in t h e  N a t i o n a l z e i  tung (No,  54,  1873)  accused  
K e t t e l e r  o f  be ing a more shameless and dangerous demagogue 
than Lassai  l e .  I t  a l s o  accused K e t t e l e r  o f  having bap­
t i z e d  Lassai  l e  and b e f o r e  Lassai  l e ' s death o f  having  
s e c r e t l y  m a r r i e d  Lassai  l e  t o  F r ë u l e i n  von Doenniges,  K e t ­
t e l e r  r e p l i e d  to  t h e s e  s t a t ement s  t h a t  he had never  met 
Lassai  l e ,  had ne ve r  spoken t o  Lassai  l e ,  and,  indeed,  never
b a p t i z e d  Lassai  l e . ^^7
L a s s a i l e ' s  Labor Unions and K e t t e l e r ' s  Thought  
The C a t h o l i c  workers  o f  Aachen i n q u i r ed  o f  Bishop  
K e t t e l e r  wh e t h e r  t h e y  coul d  j o i n  t he  Labor Unions founded  
by Lassai  l e ,  K e t t e l e r  began h i s  r e p l y  w i t h  a recommenda­
t i o n  t h a t  t hey  i n v e s t i g a t e  t he  p r i n c i p l e s  o f  t he  union  
t h e y  wished to  j o i n  as w e l l  as t h e  union l eaders  themselves;  
and then t a k e  t h i s  i n f o r m a t i o n  t o  t h e i r  own bishop f o r  a 
d e c i s i o n .  T h e i r  own bishop coul d  then i n t e l l i g e n t l y  dec i de  
whet her  t hey  coul d  j o i n  t h e  r e s p e c t i v e  union and s t i l l  r e ­
main p r a c t i c i n g  C a t h o l i c s ,  However ,  Bishop K e t t e l e r  s t a t e d  
t h a t  he conveyed h i s  persona l  ideas concern ing  t he
1T6| b i d ,
1 17 1 b i d , , I I I ,  260 f f .
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L a s s a i l i a n  Labor Unions,  so t h a t  they  might  use h i s  l e t t e r  
as a b a s i s  f o r  t h e i r  own i n v e s t i g a t i o n .
The s o c i a l i s m  o f  Lassai  l e  had s ev e r a l  t e n e t s  w i t h  
which K e t t e l e r  agreed .  These were  a j u s t  wage,  s h o r t e r  
hours ,  and t h e  r i g h t  o f  a u n i v e r s a l ,  d i r e c t  s u f f r a g e .  
K e t t e l e r  e s p e c i a l l y  emphasized t h a t  he a l s o  agreed w i t h  
t he  r i g h t  o f  t he  workingmen to u n i t e  i n t o  unions and to  
ap p l y  p o l i t i c a l  p r e s s u r e  in o r d e r  to  o b t a i n  t h e i r  r i g h t s .
Then t h e  workingmen coul d  use t h e i r  p o l i t i c a l  power to  
f o r c e  t he  s t a t e  to  c o r r e c t  t he  i n j u s t i c e s  a g a i n s t  t h e i r  
own c l a s s .
K e t t e l e r  then a t t a c k e d  t he  So c i a l  Democrats f o r  
t h e i r  s tand upon r e l i g i o n .  He s t a t e d  t h a t  he b e l i e v e d  t h a t  
Lassai  l e  h i m s e l f  was not  an enemy o f  C h r i s t i a n i t y  o r  Ca­
t h o l i c i s m .  " C e r t a i n l y , "  t h e  Bishop w r o t e ,  "he [Lassa i  l e ]  
took  a p o s i t i o n  sometimes f a r  from C h r i s t i a n i t y ,  but  he 
was not  an enemy o f  i t . "  K e t t e l e r  a t t a c k e d  an a r t i c l e  in 
Der So z i a l d e mo k r a t  (No.  9 5 )  which accused t h e  Habsburgs  
o f  be i ng  under  t he  i n f l u e n c e  o f  t h e  " c u l t  o f  J e s u i t i s m "  to  
such an e x t e n t  t h a t  the  J e s u i t s  symbol i zed t he  Habsburg  
s t a t e s .  K e t t e l e r  w r o t e  t h a t  t h i s  showed t he  a n t i - C a t h o l i c  
a t t i t u d e  o f  many o f  L a s s a i l e ' s  f o l l o w e r s .  I t  f u r t h e r  showed,  
he w r o t e ,  t h a t  t he  German union o f  workingmen was in g r ea t  
danger .  The danger  c o n s i s t e d ,  not  in a t r u e  i n t e r e s t  in t he  
w e l f a r e  o f  the  German workingman through combat w i t h  t he  
c a p i t a l i s t  powers,  such as Lassai  l e  h i m s e l f  had,  but  in a
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" c e r t a i n  f a n a t i c i s m  f o r  d i s b e l i e f  in r e l i g i o n , "  In t h i s  
r e s p e c t  Bishop K e t t e l e r  w r o t e  t h a t  Der S o z ia ld e m o k r a t  
should  not c a l l  i t s e l f  t h e  organ o f  t h e  S o c ia l  D em ocra t ic  
Labor P a r t y  but t h e  organ o f  a p o w er -h u n g ry ,  f a n a t i c a l ,  and 
i r r e l i  gious s e c t .
The Bishop c h a s t i z e d  a c e r t a i n  H e r r  Schmelzer  who 
compared Lassai  l e  and L u th e r  to  Jesus C h r i s t  in a speech 
to  a g a t h e r in g  o f  workingmen a t  E l b e r f e l d ,  The idea was 
t h a t  L u ther  and Lassai  l e  fought  f o r  th e  common p e o p le ,  as 
C h r i s t  had done. T h is  comparison provoked K e t t e l e r  and 
most o f  t h i s  l e t t e r  to  th e  C a t h o l i c  workingmen o f  Aachen 
d e a l t  w i t h  t h i s  s ta te m e n t ,  K e t t e l e r ' s  c o n c lu s io n  about t h i s  
s i m i l e  was t h a t  t h i s  d e f i n i t e l y  s i g n i f i e d  t h a t  th e  l e a d e rs  
o f  t h e  S o c ia l  D em ocra t ic  Labor P a r t y  d id  not  w ish  C a t h o l i c  
workingmen to  j o i n  t h e i r  u n io n s .  However,  th e  Bishop o f  
Mainz concluded t h a t  he d id  no t  deny H e r r  Schmelzer  th e  
r i g h t  to  such an o p i n i o n ,  but such an o p in io n  was not con­
d u c iv e  to  th e  fo rm a t io n  o f  a u n i v e r s a l ,  n a t i o n a l  l a b o r  
u n io n ,  which the  German workingmen had a r i g h t  to  j o i n .
He admonished the  Aachen C a t h o l i c  workingmen to  
study  h is  b o o k l e t ,  L i b e r a l i s m u s ,  S o c ia l is m u s  und C h r i s t e n ­
tum, K e t t e l e r  r e i t e r a t e d  t h a t :
The egoism o f  c a p i t a l i s m ,  o r  in o t h e r  words the  
power o f  money in the  hands o f  u n b e l i e v i n g ,  s e l f i s h  
men, is  a ls o  the  means to  suppress our  w o r k in g c la s s e s  
and to  make them a machine in t h e  power o f  c a p i t a l ­
i s t s ,  Th is  egoism is  not  o n l y  found in c a p i t a l i s t s  
but in a l l  men, who a r e  not c o n v e r te d  to  th e  way o f  
C h r i s t ,  and is  a ls o  p r e s e n t  in t h e  le a d e rs  o f  th e
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German Workingmen's  Union and t h e  Soc i a l  Democrats,
I f  men coul d  become good through s c o l d i n g  o t h e r s ,  
then t h e  Soc i a l  Democrats would be t he  b e s t , 118
T h e r e f o r e ,  K e t t e l e r  concluded t h a t  t h e r e  was e s s e n t i a l l y  
no d i f f e r e n c e  between the  l ea d e r s  o f  t he  So c i a l  Democrats  
and t he  l ea d e r s  o f  t he  c a p i t a l i s t  groups.  In o r d e r  to  
o r g a n i z e  s u c c e s s f u l l y  t he  German workingmen,  in o r d e r  to  
a t t a i n  t he  common w e l f a r e ,  and in o r d e r  to p r e v e n t  a change  
o f  a b s o l u t e  power f rom one group to a n o t h e r ,  demanded j u s ­
t i c e  and C h r i s t i a n  c h a r i t y .  On t h i s  n o t e  Bishop K e t t e l e r  
concluded h i s  l e t t e r .
Conclus ion
Bishop K e t t e l e r  l e f t  a l o t  unsa i d  in o r d e r  t o  touch  
upon t he  ma jor  s o c i a l  problems o f  h i s  t i me  and to  awaken 
C a t h o l i c s  to  t he  ma jor  i l l s  o f  c a p i t a l i s m .  He d i d  not  con­
s i d e r  a l l  o f  t h e  i l l s  o f  c a p i t a l  ism, but  o n l y  those  whi ch  
he c ons i de r e d  t he  more i m p o r t a n t .  The Bishop p o p u l a r i z e d ,  
a t  l e a s t  among t he  German C a t h o l i c s ,  t h e  T h o m i s t i c  a r g u ­
ments f o r  p r i v a t e  p r o p e r t y  and,  as a C a t h o l i c ,  r e i t e r a t e d  
t h a t  t he  C h r i s t i a n  f a m i l y  was t h e  c o r n e r s t o n e  o f  a C h r i s t i a n  
s o c i e t y ,  K e t t e l e r  l a i d  down t h e  broad C h r i s t i a n  p r i n c i p l e s  
t hrough which any s o c i e t y  p r og r e s s e d ,  which were  t he  i n ­
f i n i t e  v a l u e  o f  a human b e i ng ,  and t h e  high v a l u e  o f  j u s t i c e  
and c h a r i t y  in human r e l a t i o n s .  Accord ing t o  K e t t e l e r ,  in 
t h e  a p p l i c a t i o n  o f  these  p r i n c i p l e s  s o c i e t y  would e v e n t u a l l y
118 M u n d w i 1 e r ,  op ,  c i  t , , 140.
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pr ogr ess  f o r  the  w e l f a r e  o f  a l l .
In the  more p r a c t i c a l  aspec t s  K e t t e l e r  c a l l e d  f o r  
c o - o p e r a t i v e s ,  un i ons ,  a j u s t  wage,  s h o r t e r  wor k i ng  hours ,  
t he  p r o h i b i t i o n  o f  work  on Sundays,  and t he  p r o h i b i t i o n  o f  
women and c h i l d r e n  wo r ke rs .  He was a C h r i s t i a n  h u m a n i t a r i ­
an.  K e t t e l e r  was somewhat o f  an i d e a l i s t ,  s i n c e  h i s  ob ­
j e c t i v e  was a s o c i e t y  in which most o f  t h e  pe op l e  were  
happy and in which t h e  m a j o r i t y  o f  t h e i r  needs were  s a t i s ­
f i e d .
The means to  a t t a i n  t hese  d e s i r e d  ends changed 
d u r i n g  K e t t e l e r ' s  l i f e t i m e .  At  f i r s t  he thought  t h a t  a 
mere educat i on  o f  t h e  e l i t e  could  b r i n g  about  renewal ;  
then K e t t e l e r  e l i c i t e d  t h e  Church as t h e  v e h i c l e .  Wi t h o u t  
c o m p l e t e l y  dropping t hese  i de as ,  K e t t e l e r  added t h e  idea  
o f  p o l i t i c a l  p r es s ur e  in which case t he  s t a t e  d i r e c t e d  
some o f  t he  re forms.
The s o c i a l  p h i l os o p h y  o f  K e t t e l e r  a t  t h e  t i me  o f  
i t s  p r omul ga t i on  was something new f o r  C a t h o l i c s .  Today 
i t  i s  not  because o f  t he  e f f o r t s  o f  Popes Leo X I I I  and 
Pius X I .  Probably  t h i s  overshadows K e t t e l e r ' s  r ea l  wor t h  
to  the  development  o f  C a t h o l i c  s o c i a l  t houg ht .  But Bishop  
K e t t e l e r  d e f i n i t e l y  was t h e  l e a d e r  o f  C a t h o l i c  s o c i a l -  
p o l i t i c s  in Germany,  I f  he had done n o t h i ng  more than make 
German C a t h o l i c s  aware o f  s o c i a l  problems and t h e i r  duty  
t o  a s s i s t  in t h e i r  s o l u t i o n ,  K e t t e l e r  would remain t h e  o u t ­
s t a nd i ng  German C a t h o l i c  l ea d e r  o f  t h e  n i n e t e e n t h  c e n t u r y .
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K e t t e l e r  was f i l l e d  w i t h  a personal  love o f  t he  workingman  
and t h i s  he passed on to  those who came in c o n t a c t  w i t h  
him.^^^ This  K e t t e l e r  a t t e mpt e d  to  convey to  German 
C a t h o l i c s  through t h e i r  a s s o c i a t i o n s  and through h i s  work  
f o r  t he  Center  p a r t y .
'^^Bachem, op.  c i t . ,  I I ,  5 7 - 5 8 .
CHAPTER V
BISHOP KETTELER AND THE CENTER PARTY
Throughout  h i s  p u b l i c  c a r e e r  Bishop K e t t e l e r  was 
n ot  o n l y  a t h e o r i s t  on p o l i t i c a l  and s o c i a l  q u e s t i o n s ,  but  
a l s o  an a c t i v i s t  in t h e  promot ion o f  h i s  t h e o r i e s .  By 
1864 K e t t e l e r  was r eco g n i ze d  as t h e  German C a t h o l i c  p o l i t i ­
ca l  l e a d e r  " t o  whom a l l  o f  C a t h o l i c  Germany looked w i t h  
r e s p e c t . " ^  I t  seems t h a t  even Bismark  r e a l i z e d  t h i s ,  f o r  
he s t a t e s  in h i s  memoirs t h a t  in 1865 he wished t o  nominate
O
K e t t e l e r  f o r  t he  a r c h d i o c e s e  o f  Posen-Gnesen and Kar l  
Bachem adds t h a t  Bismark  wi shed t o  have Bishop K e t t e l e r  
d e s i g n a t e d  P r ima t e  o f  Germany in 1867 as a reward f o r  h i s  
p a t r i o t i s m  and as a s a f eg u a r d  f o r  t h e  p a t r i o t i s m  o f  P r us ­
s i an  Ca t h o l i c s . ' ^
At  no t i me  d i d  Bishop K e t t e l e r  m a i n t a i n  t h a t  h i s  
p o s i t i o n  in p o l i t i c s  and s o c i o l o g y  was t h e  o n l y  c o r r e c t  
one.  As long as t h e  p o s i t i o n  o f  anyone was in c o n f o r m i t y
^Bachem, o p . c i t . .  I l l ,  2 - 3 .
2
FUrst  von Bi smark ,  Gedanken und E r r i n n e r u n q e n .
I I ,  125.
^Bachem, o p . c i t . ,  I l l ,  180.
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w i t h  t h e  fundamental  p r i n c i p l e s  o f  C h r i s t i a n i t y ,  he agreed  
t h a t  t h i s  might  be t he  f ramework  o f  any c o r r e c t  p o l i t i c a l  
system.  Above a l l ,  K e t t e l e r  b e l i e v e d  in p o l i t i c a l  a c t i o n  
in o r d e r  t o  defend j u s t i c e ,  r i g h t s ,  the  common w e l f a r e ,  
and C h r i s t i a n i t y ,  e s p e c i a l l y  Roman C a t h o l i c i s m .  In o r d e r  
t o  accompl i sh  t h e s e  ends Bishop K e t t e l e r  c o n t i n u a l l y  en ­
couraged competent  C a t h o l i c  laymen to  f o l l o w  a p o l i t i c a l  
c a r e e r .  Bachem s t a t e s  t h a t ,  as a p r e c u r s o r  o f  t h e  Center  
p a r t y ,  K e t t e l e r ' s  work  f rom 1848 to  1866 cannot  r e c e i v e  
enough pr omi nence . ^  " A l th o u g h  Bishop von K e t t e l e r  had no 
d i r e c t  c onnect i on  w i t h  t h e  o r g a n i z a t i o n  o f  t h e  new f a c t i o n  
[ C e n t e r  p a r t y ] ,  h i s  i n f l u e n c e  pervaded i t  then and l a t e r . "5  
A n o t her  h i s t o r i a n  c a l l s  K e t t e l e r  t he  " f o u n d e r  o f  a p o l i t i ­
ca l  p a r t y  based upon t h e  Gospel .
A C a t h o l i c  P o l i t i c a l  P a r t y  
As e a r l y  as t he  F r a n k f o r t  P a r l i a m e n t  t he  Bishop  
d i scu s s ed  t he  f e a s i b i l i t y  o f  a C a t h o l i c  p o l i t i c a l  p a r t y  
in cor respondence  w i t h  h i s  two b r o t h e r s ,  W i l d e r i c h  and 
R i c h a r d .  In a l e t t e r ,  w r i t t e n  to  R i c h ar d  on J u l y  12,
1848,  he p r e se n t e d  a p o s i t i v e  argument  f o r  a C a t h o l i c  
p o l i t i c a l  p a r t y :  "1 f e e l  i t  n e ce s s a r y  t o  form a p o l i t i c a l
p a r t y  so t h a t  C a t h o l i c s  w i l l  n o t  be c on s i de re d  i n d i f f e r e n t
4 | b i d . , 7.
^ W i n d e l l ,  op.  c i t . ,  2 8 4 - 8 5 .  
^Mann, op.  c i t . ,  415 .
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to  German p o l i t i c s , " ^  However ,  in a l e t t e r  to  W i l d e r i c h  
a shor t  t i me  l a t e r  the Bishop expressed doubts about  t h e  
a d v i s a b i l i t y  o f  a s t r i c t l y  C a t h o l i c  p o l i t i c a l  p a r t y .  
K e t t e l e r  s t a t e d  t h a t  t hese  a r ose  from h i s  c o n v i c t i o n  t h a t  
most Germans had deep p r e j u d i c e s  about  t h e i r  r e l i g i o n .  
K e t t e l e r  d i d  not  b e l i e v e  in combining r e l i g i o n  w i t h  p o l i ­
t i c s ,  a l t hough  he he l d  t h a t  t h e  f ramework o f  any p o l i t i c a l  
system should have C h r i s t i a n  p r i n c i p l e s  as i t s  b a s i s .  
Severa l  years  a f t e r  t h i s  l e t t e r  he s t a t e d  in t h e  R e i chs t ag  
t h a t  the problem o f  r e l i g i o u s  d i f f e r e n c e s  should be e x ­
c luded from p o l i t i c s . ^
Only when i t  f i n a l l y  was a ppar en t  to  Bishop K e t ­
t e l e r  t h a t  t h e  a n t i - C a t h o l i c  t e nde nc i es  o f  t h e  N a t i o n a l  
L i b e r a l  P a r t y ,  t he  a n t i - C a t h o l i c  a t t i t u d e s  o f  t h e  g o v er n ­
ments o f  t h e  v a r i o u s  German p r i n c i p a l i t i e s ,  and t h e  i n d i c a ­
t i o n s  o f  an a n t i - C a t h o l i c  p o l i c y  o f  t h e  i m p e r i a l  government  
n e c e s s i t a t e d  some k ind  o f  bu l war k  to  sa f eguar d  t h e  r i g h t s  
o f  German C a t h o l i c s ,  d i d  he recommend and f o s t e r  t h e  forma­
t i o n  o f  a C a t h o l i c  p o l i t i c a l  p a r t y . 9 I mmed i a t e l y  p r i o r  to  
t he  convening o f  t h e  f i r s t  session o f  t he  Rei chst ag  he 
w r o t e :  "We C a t h o l i c s  w i l l  be as e f f e c t i v e  in t h e  new
German Empire as we a r e  e f f e c t i v e l y  and w e l l - o r g a n i z e d
^ C i t e d  in R5th ,  o p . c i t . ,  80.
0
Verhandlunqen des deutschen R e i c h s t a g e s , IV ,  480 .  
^Mann, op.  c i t . ,  415 .
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among o u r s e l v e s / ' 10 K e t t e l e r  e x p l a i n e d  what  he meant by 
t he  s t a t e me nt ,  " e f f e c t i v e l y  and w e l l - o r g a n i z e d , "  when he 
w r o t e  t h a t  h i s  i dea l  was a s t r ong  p o l i t i c a l  p a r t y ,  o r g a n i z e d  
in such a manner,  t h a t  i t  c ou l d  i n c l u d e  a l l  c l a s s e s  from 
a nobleman to a pe as a nt .  His c o n v i c t i o n  was t h a t ,  i f  
C a t h o l i c s  d i scussed  t h e i r  p o l i t i c a l  v i e w p o i n t  o p e n l y ,  t hey  
would be e f f e c t i v e  in t he  p o l i t i c a l  w o r l d .
The Bishop o f  Mainz asked h i m s e l f  t he  q u e s t i o n ;
What can a C a t h o l i c  p o l i t i c a l  p a r t y  do under  t h e  p r es e n t  
c i rcumstances? His  r e p l y  was t h a t  i t  cou l d :  ( 1 )  r e co g n i z e
e v i l s  and work  " t o  root  them o u t " ;  ( 2 )  guard a g a i n s t  s t a t e  
a bs o l u t i s m;  ( 3 )  sa f eguar d  t h e  n a t u r a l  r i g h t s  o f  s o c i a l  i n ­
s t i t u t i o n s  as Church,  f a m i l y ,  and e d u c a t i o n ;  and ( 4 )  p r o ­
t e c t  t he  f reedom o f  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l . ^̂
However ,  when K e t t e l e r  was convinced o f  t he  neces ­
s i t y  o f  a C a t h o l i c  p o l i t i c a l  p a r t y ,  he recommended a p l a t ­
form so broad t h a t  P r o t e s t a n t s  coul d  c o n s c i e n t i o u s l y  j o i n  
t he  p a r t y .  He w r o t e  t h a t  t h e  program o f  t he  C a t h o l i c  p a r t y  
should be such t h a t  " a l l  C h r i s t i a n s  and a l l  r a t i o n a l  Germans 
can accept  i t  and o n l y  modern German L i b e r a l s  c a n n o t . " ^2 
His i dea l  was not  r e a l i z e d  u n t i l  a lmost  a c e n t u r y  l a t e r ,  
a l t hough  a t  t imes  a P r o t e s t a n t  d i d  J o i n  t he  C a t h o l i c  p a r t y .
*̂ D̂ i e  Kathol  i ken im deutschen R e i c h e , 2.  
 ̂ h  bi d . , 60.
^ ^ I b i d . , 62.
164
For example,  a von S c h i e r s t e d t , a P r o t e s t a n t ,  was a c h a r t e r  
member o f  t h e  Cent e r  p a r t y . ^ 3  F u r t he r mor e ,  when K e t t e l e r  
r es i gn e d  f rom t h e  Rei c h s t a g , because o f  h i s  ep i sc opa l  
d u t i e s ,  he suppor ted  a P r o t e s t a n t ,  Dr .  Ludwig Schulz  o f  
H e i d e l b e r g ,  as h i s  successor  in t h e  Rei c h s t a g . D r .
Schu lz  i mm ed i a t e l y  j o i n e d  t h e  C e n t r i s t s  upon h i s  a r r i v a l  
i n B e r 1 i n .  ̂^
Time a f t e r  t i m e  K e t t e l e r  r e i t e r a t e d  t h a t  t h e  Cent e r  
p a r t y  was f o r  P r o t e s t a n t s  and C a t h o l i c s . ^ ^  For t h i s  reason 
he p r a i s e d  those  who were  r e s p o n s i b l e  f o r  t h e  t i t l e ,  C e n t e r ,  
and was happy t h a t  t h e  t e r m.  C a t h o l i c ,  was o m i t t e d  f rom t he  
t i t l e  o f  t h e  p a r t y . ^7 He i n v i t e d  P r o t e s t a n t s  t o  j o i n  t h e  
C e nt e r  p a r t y  in 1872 so t h a t  a l l  Germans "may l i v e  t o g e t h e r  
p e a c e f u l l y . "
I f  t h i s  was h i s  i d e a l ,  why d i d  K e t t e l e r  advoc a t e  
a C a t h o l i c  p o l i t i c a l  p a r t y  in 1870? Hi s  r e p l y  was:  "Be­
cause a t  t h i s  t i m e  t h e r e  s t i l l  i s  too much a n i m o s i t y  between  
P r o t e s t a n t s  and C a t h o l i c s B u t  K e t t e l e r  added t h a t  he
^^Bachem, op.  c i t . . I l l ,  134,
1 4 | b i d . , I I ,  69 ,  and IV ,  364.
15 P f U l f ,  op.  c i t . ,  I l l ,  167.
^^D i e  K a t h o l i k e n  im deutschen R e i c h e , 17.
l ^ K a t h o l i k , I ( 1 8 7 1 ) ,  258.
18
Di e  Z e n t r u m s f r a k t i o n  in e r s t e n  deutschen Reich-
s t a g e , 3 4 - 3 5 .
^^Die K a t h o l i k e n  im deutschen Re i che ,  3.
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s i n c e r e l y  hoped t h i s  a n i m o s i t y  would d i s a p p e a r  in t he  course  
o f  t i me .
The C e nt e r  P a r t y  and German C a t h o l i c s
Not  a l l  German C a t h o l i c  p o l i t i c i a n s  o r  C a t h o l i c  
p o l i t i c a l  groups wer e  members o f  t he  Ce nt e r  p a r t y  a f t e r  
i t s  o r g a n i z a t i o n .  Dur ing t he  i n i t i a l  days o f  t h e  Empire  
one o f  t h e  more n o t a b l e  C a t h o l i c  p o l i t i c i a n s ,  P r i n c e  
Hohenlohe o f  B a v a r i a ,  was not  a C e n t r i s t ,  The southern  
German C a t h o l i c s  d i d  not  j o i n  t h e  Ce nt e r  p a r t y  as a group.  
The reasons f o r  t h i s  a r e  not  too a p p a r e n t ,  but  southern  
German C a t h o l i c s  s t i l l  h e s i t a t e d  to t r u s t  t h e  P r us s ia ns ,  
w he t h e r  C a t h o l i c  o r  P r o t e s t a n t ,  K e t t e l e r  i n d i c a t e d  t h i s ,  
f o r  he warned C a t h o l i c s  o f  t h e  o t h e r  p a r t s  o f  Germany t h a t  
t h e y  should not  be m i s l e d  by those  "who tag Pruss ian  
C a t h o l i c s  as a g r o u p , "^0 K e t t e l e r  s t r o n g l y  appea l ed  to  
t h e  southern  Germans to  j o i n  t h e  C e nt e r  in o r d e r  t h a t  t he  
f reedom o f  t h e  Church would be guar an t eed  by i mp er ia l  
l aws,^^ K e t t e l e r  e s p e c i a l l y  a t t e mp t e d  to  conv i nce  the  
C a t h o l i c  e lements  o f  Baden and B a v a r i a ,  Bachem b e l i e v e s  
t h a t  Bishop K e t t e l e r  w r o t e  t he  book.  D i e  Z e n t r u m s f r a k t i o n  
in dem e r s t e n  deutschen R e i c h s t a q e , in 1872 in o r d e r  to  
d e f i n e  c l e a r l y  t h e  p o s i t i o n  o f  t h e  C e n t r i s t s  and t o  defend  
t h a t  p o s i t i o n  in o r d e r  to  win t h e  suppor t  o f  t h e  southern
2 0 | b i d ,
21 Bachem, o p , ci  t , .  I l l ,  118,
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German C a t h o l i c s , T h e  Baden C a t h o l i c  d e pu t i e s  j o i n e d  the  
Cent er  in 1877,  but  t h e  B a var i ans  d i d  not  u n t i l  1894 and 
broke t h a t  a f f i l i a t i o n  in 1920.
Th i s  problem o f  p o l i t i c a l  u n i t y  among t he  C a t h o l i c s  
o f  Germany was not  c o n f i n e d  to t h e  Pruss i an  C a t h o l i c s  and 
t he  southern German C a t h o l i c s  as groups.  A sharp ,  o f t e n  
J a r r i n g  d i ve r g e nc e  o f  p o l i t i c a l  o p i n i o n  appeared w i t h i n  t he  
Cent er  p a r t y ,  a l t h o u g h  t h e  p a r t y  i n i t i a l l y  compr ised p r i n ­
c i p a l l y  n o r t h  Germans.  An example o f  t h i s  s t r ong  v a r i a n c e  
o f  o p i n i on  was t h e  br eak  o f  F r e i h e r r  von S c h o r l e m e r - A l s t  
and a few o t h e r  C e n t r i s t s  w i t h  t h e  p a r t y  in 1884 o v er  a 
program c oncer n i ng  a g r i c u l t u r e .  S c h o r l e m e r - A l s t  wanted  
t he  Cent er  p a r t y  to  adopt  o f f i c i a l l y  h i s  program f o r  the  
German p e as a n t .  The fundamental  p o i n t s  o f  h i s  program were  
t h e  e s t a b l i s h m e n t :  ( 1 )  o f  sav ings and loan banks f o r  t he
peasant s ;  ( 2 )  o f  a g r i c u l t u r a l  exper i ment  s t a t i o n s ;  ( 3 )  o f  
peas a nt s '  l i a b i l i t y  i ns ur anc e ;  ( 4 )  o f  Boards o f  A r b i t r a t i o n ;  
and ( 5 )  o f  a p e as a n t s '  l eg a l  bureau.  The Cent e r  p a r t y  was 
unprepared to  adopt  such a proposed p e a s a n t ' s  p r og r am . 23
Thus t h e  q u e s t i o n  was: c ou l d  t h i s  e c l e c t i c  group,
the  Cent er  p a r t y ,  f o r m u l a t e  a u n i f i e d  p o l i t i c a l  program? 
There  was but  one u n i f y i n g  e l e me nt ,  C a t h o l i c i s m ;  one u n i f y ­
ing purpose ,  t h e  de f ense  o f  t he  C a t h o l i c  Ch u r c h . 2^ However,
Z Z j b i d . , 158 - 59 .
^^John J .  Morgan,  Grea t  C a t h o l i c  Laymen (New York:  
Benz i ger  B r o t h e r s ,  1905 ) ,  268.
^^Kar l  Buchheim,  Ges c h i ch t e  der  c h r i s t  l i chen
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German C a t h o l i c s . T h e  Baden C a t h o l i c  d e p u t i e s  j o i n e d  t he  
Cent er  in 1877,  but  t he  Ba v ar i a ns  d i d  not  u n t i l  1894 and 
broke t h a t  a f f i l i a t i o n  in 1920,
This  problem o f  p o l i t i c a l  u n i t y  among t h e  C a t h o l i c s  
o f  Germany was not  c o n f i n e d  to  t h e  Pr uss i an  C a t h o l i c s  and 
t he  southern German C a t h o l i c s  as groups.  A shar p ,  o f t e n  
j a r r i n g  d i v e r g e n c e  o f  p o l i t i c a l  o p i n i o n  appeared w i t h i n  t he  
Ce n t e r  p a r t y ,  a l t h o u g h  t h e  p a r t y  i n i t i a l l y  compr ised p r i n ­
c i p a l l y  n o r t h  Germans.  An example o f  t h i s  s t r o n g  v a r i a n c e  
o f  o p i n i o n  was t h e  b r ea k  o f  F r e i h e r r  von S c h o r l e m e r - A l s t  
and a few o t h e r  C e n t r i s t s  w i t h  t h e  p a r t y  in 1884 o v e r  a 
program c once r n i ng  a g r i c u l t u r e .  S c h o r l e m e r - A l s t  wanted  
the C e n t e r  p a r t y  to adopt  o f f i c i a l l y  h i s  program f o r  the  
German p e a s a n t .  The fundamental  p o i n t s  o f  h i s  program were  
the  e s t a b l i s h m e n t :  { 1 )  o f  sav i ngs  and loan banks f o r  t he
p e as a n t s ;  ( 2 )  o f  a g r i c u l t u r a l  exp e r imen t  s t a t i o n s ;  ( 3 )  o f  
p e a s a n t s '  l i a b i l i t y  i ns u r an c e ;  ( 4 )  o f  Boards o f  A r b i t r a t i o n ;  
and ( 5 )  o f  a p e as a n t s '  l e g a l  bureau.  The C e n t e r  p a r t y  was 
unprepared to  adopt  such a proposed p e a s a n t ' s  p r o g r a m . ^3
Thus t he  q u e s t i o n  was:  cou l d  t h i s  e c l e c t i c  group,
the C e n t e r  p a r t y ,  f o r m u l a t e  a u n i f i e d  p o l i t i c a l  program?  
There was but  one u n i f y i n g  e l e m e n t ,  C a t h o l i c i s m ;  one u n i f y ­
ing purpose ,  t he  de f ense  o f  t h e  C a t h o l i c  C h u r c h . However,
2 2 | b i d . . 158 - 59 .
^^John J.  Morgan,  Gr ea t  C a t h o l i c  Laymen (New York:  
B e n z i g e r  B r o t h e r s ,  1 90 5 ) ,  268.
^^Kar l  Buchheim,  G e s c h i c h t e  der  c h r i s t l i c h e n
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t h i s  d i d  not  seem to  be s u f f i c i e n t  t o  u n i t e  a l l  C a t h o l i c s  
under  t h e  banner  o f  t he  Center  p a r t y .  The o l d  C a t h o l i c  
p a r t y  o f  P r uss i a  leaned toward l i b e r a l i s m .  A f t e r  t he  
S y l l a b u s  o f  1864 and t he  f i r s t  V a t i c a n  Counci l  ( 1 8 6 9 - 7 0 ) ,  
the  C a t h o l i c s  o f  t he  German Empire seemed to  lean toward  
conse r v â t  i sm,
German l i b e r a l i s m  o f  t he  I 8 6 0 ' s  and 7 0 ' s moved 
from c o n s t i t u t i o n a l i s m  and p r o g r e s s i v i s m  toward s e c u l a r i s m  
and a n t i - c l e r i c a l i s m , 25 | f  one c on s i de r s  l i b e r a l i s m  as 
c o n s t i t u t i o n a l i s m  and p r o g r e s s i v i s m ,  then t he  program o f  
K e t t e l e r  and t h e  Cent er  p a r t y  appears as i n c l i n e d  toward  
l i b e r a l i s m ,  Ludwig W i n d t h o r s t  i n d i c a t e d  t h i s  when he 
s t a t e d  on A p r i l  27,  1871: " I  have j o i n e d  t h e  C e n t e r  P a r t y ,
a l t ho u g h  1 am c o n s e r v a t i v e  by n a t u r e ,
C a t h o l i c s  from t he  v a r i o u s  s e c t i o n s  o f  Germany d i f ­
f e r e d  in t h e i r  p o l i t i c a l  t e nd e nc i e s .  The Bavar i an  C a t h o l i c s  
were  more c o n s e r v a t i v e  and a u t h o r i t a r i a n ,  w h i l e  t hose  from 
t he  Rhine pr ov i nce s  and W e s t p h a l i a  were  more l i b e r a l  and 
p r o g r e s s i v e .  This  second region was i n f l u e n c e d  by t h e  p r i n ­
c i p l e s  o f  t he  French R e v o l u t i o n  and was c l o s e r  to  t he  source  
o f  wes t e r n  l i b e r a l i s m .  L i k e w i s e ,  t h i s  region compr ised the  
i n d u s t r i a l  a r ea  o f  Pr uss i a  where t he  C a t h o l i c s  o f  P r u s s i a
P a r t e i e n  in Deutschland (Munich:  Kbsel  V e r l a g ,  1 95 3 ) ,  88,
^^At l e a s t  K e t t e l e r  thought  t h i s  t r u e ,  Cf ,  Chapter  
I , pp,  2 6 - 2 9 ,
^^Pinson,  op,  ci  t , , 181,
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had a m i n o r i t y  s t a t u s .
In F r e i h e i t ,  A u t h o r i t ë t  und K i r c h e  ( 1 8 6 2 )  K e t t e l e r  
noted t h e  i n c l i n a t i o n  o f  German C a t h o l i c s  toward r e a c t i o n  
and c on s e r va t is m.  He wished to  c o u n t e r a c t  t h i s  tendency  
and reminded C a t h o l i c s  t h a t  t h e y  must never  disavow p o l i t i ­
ca l  a g i t a t i o n  f o r  f reedom.  He w r o t e  t h a t  not  o n l y  d i d  
C h r i s t i a n i t y  possess a dut y  toward f reedom,  but  i t  had to  
be t r u e r  to  f reedom than any o t h e r  g r o u p . ^7 |n o r d e r  f o r
C a t h o l i c s  t o  accompl ish  t h i s  purpose ,  Bishop K e t t e l e r  p r e ­
sented a program in D i e  K a t h o l i k e n  im deutschen Re i che ;  
EntwUr f  zu einem p o l i t i s c h e n  Proqramm.
The C e n t e r  P a r t y ' s  General  Program
Severa l  o f  t he  t e n e t s  o f  t h e  Cent e r  p a r t y  wer e  com­
mon p r i n c i p l e s  o f  German C a t h o l i c i s m  taken from Gürres  and 
t he  German C a t h o l i c  R o m a n t i c i s t s .  Bishop K e t t e l e r  w r o t e  
about  them and suppor ted them,  but  so d i d  eve r y  o t h e r  
C a t h o l i c  l e a d e r  o f  Germany. P r o f e s s o r  F. J.  Buss,  a German 
C a t h o l i c  p u b l i c i s t  from F r e i b u r g  im B r e i s g a u ,  in 1851 sum­
mar i zed  C a t h o l i c  p o l i  t i c s . 28 The ma jor  p o i n t s  o f  C a t h o l i c  
p o l i t i c s  in 1851 were  t h a t ;  ( 1 )  C a t h o l i c i s m  s t r o v e  f o r  
f reedom,  but  a f reedom l i m i t e d  by m o r a l i t y ;  ( 2 )  C a t h o l i c i s m  
d e s i r e d  o r d e r ,  not  t h e  o r d e r  o f  a p o l i c e  s t a t e ,  but  an o r d e r
2^Buchheum, Ges c h i ch t e  der  c h r i s t l i c h e n  P a r t e i e n  
in D e u t s c h l a n d . 162; Chapt er  I ,  p.  26 ,  and Chapter  I I I ,  
pp. 9 9 - 1 0 1 .
^ ^ B e r g s t r ë s s e r , Der p o l i t i s c h e  Kathol i smus (2  
v o l s . ;  MUnchen: Oldenbourg V e r l a g ,  1 9 2 1 - 2 3 ) ,  1^3-85 .
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o f  t he  i n s t i t u t i o n s  o f  f a m i l y ,  chur ch ,  s choo l ,  and s t a t e ;  
( 3 )  C a t h o l i c i s m  wished f o r  d e c e n t r a l i z a t i o n  o f  p u b l i c  a d ­
m i n i s t r a t i o n ,  t he  easement o f  s t a t e  burdens,  and t he  g r a n t ­
ing o f  t h e  most f e a s i b l e  amount o f  f reedom t o  t h e  p e o p l e .
The c o n c r e t e  demands o f  C a t h o l i c i s m  a t  t he  Fr ank ­
f o r t  P a r l i a m e n t  wer e :  ( 1 )  t h e  f reedom and autonomy o f  t he
Church;  ( 2 )  d e c e n t r a l i z a t i o n  o f  governmental  powers through  
f e d e r a l i s m ;  and ( 3 )  f reedom f o r  r e l i g i o u s  e d u c a t i o n . On 
March 4 ,  1848,  t h e  K a t h o l i  k o f  Mainz  proposed f o r  t h e  f i r s t  
t i m e  in Germany a C a t h o l i c  p o l i t i c a l  p a r t y  in o r d e r  to  de­
fend t h e  Church f rom s t a t e  i n t e r f e r e n c e  and to o b t a i n  equal  
r i g h t s  f o r  a l l . ^ O ,  On A p r i l  30 ,  a group o f  C a t h o l i c s  from 
Cologne p u b l i sh e d  a l i s t  o f  o b j e c t i v e s  f o r  t h e i r  d e l e g a t e s  
a t  t h e  F r a n k f o r t  P a r l i a m e n t :
1) a l i b e r a l  c o n s t i t u t i o n  f o r  Germany;
2)  f reedom o f  r e l i g i o n ;
3 )  f reedom f o r  p r i v a t e  schoo ls ;
4 )  f reedom o f  speech,  p r e s s ,  p e t i t i o n ,  assembly,
associ  a t i  on ;
5)  a c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  monarchy;
6 )  p o p u l a r  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n ;
7)  r i g h t  o f  i n i t i a t i v e . 31
The purpose o f  the  o l d e r  Pruss i an  C a t h o l i c  p a r t y  
( 1 8 5 2 - 6 6 ) ,  founded by August  and P e t e r  Re i chensperger  and 
Hermann von Ma 11 i nc kr o d t ,  was to  m a i n t a i n  t he  f reedom o f
^ ^ V e i t  V a l e n t i n ,  1848: Chapters  in German H i s t o r y
(Hamden, C o n n e c t i c u t :  Archon Books,  1 965 ) ,  3 8 1 - 8 7 .
^^Ludwig B e r g s t r ë s s e r , S t ud i en  z u r  V or q e s c h i c h t e  
des Zen t r ums p ar t e i  (TUbingen:  Mohr V e r l a g ,  1 91 0 ) ,  63.
3^Bachem, o p .  c i t . ,  I I ,  2 4 - 2 7 .
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t h e  C a t h o l i c  Church from s t a t e  i n t e r f e r e n c e  through a r t i c l e s  
f i f t e e n  and e i g h t e e n  o f  t h e  Pruss i an  c o n s t i t u t i o n .
A l l  t h r e e  o f  t h e s e  men had s i m i l a r  backgrounds and 
a l l  t h r e e  a r e  i mp o r t a n t  in t h e  e a r l y  days o f  the German 
C e nt e r  p a r t y .  A l l  came from t h e  Rh i ne l and;  Ma 11i n c k r o d t , 
f rom W e s t p h a l i a  and t h e  R e i chensperg er  b r o t h e r s  from 
Cologne.  A l l  possessed degrees  in law from t he  U n i v e r s i t y  
o f  B e r l i n .  Of  t h e  t h r e e ,  M a l l i n c k r o d t  was t he  most con­
s e r v a t i v e  and t h e  most devot ed t o  t he  C a t h o l i c  Church.  The 
Re i c h e ns pe rg er  b r o t h e r s  championed r e l i g i o u s  f reedom,  a 
c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  monarchy,  and a d i r e c t ,  u n i v e r s a l  manhood 
s u f f r a g e .  M a l l i n c k r o d t  was p r o - A u s t r i a n  ( Gr ossdeut sch ) 
and d e s i r e d  a German c o n f e d e r a t i o n  w i t h  a weak f e d e r a l  
government .  These t h r e e  men, w i t h  Bishop K e t t e l e r  and 
h i s  b r o t h e r ,  F a t her  W i l d e r i c h  K e t t e l e r ,  formed t h e  Board 
o f  D i r e c t o r s  o f  t h e  Pr uss i an  C a t h o l i c  p a r t y .  Th i s  board  
f o r m u l a t e d  t h e  p o l i c y  o f  t he  p a r t y . 32
Ot her  p r i n c i p l e s  in which K e t t e l e r  d i d  not  d i r e c t l y  
i n f l u e n c e  t h e  C e n t r i s t s  were  o p p o s i t i o n  to t he  s e c u l a r i z a ­
t i o n  o f  m a r r i a g e  and to  P r uss i an  m i l i t a r i s m .  T h e i r  C a t h o l i c  
f a i t h  i n f l u e n c e d  t h e  C e n t r i s t s  on m a r r i a g e  as i t  had on 
e d u c a t i o n .  Most o f  t h e  Cent e r  p a r t y ' s  membership came from
^^Hermann Cardauns,  "August  Rei c h en s pe rg e r , "  The 
C a t h o l i c  E n c y c l o p e d i a , X I !  ( 1 9 0 8 ) ,  7 23 - 2 4 ;  Hermann 
Cardauns,  " P e t e r  R e i c h e n s p e r g e r ," The C a t h o l i c  E n c y c l o p e d i a . 
X I I  ( 1 9 0 8 ) ,  724;  Klemens L b f f l e r ,  "Hermann von Ma 111 nek-  
r o d t , "  The C a t h o l i c  E n c y c l o p e d i a ,  IX ( 1 9 0 8 ) ,  571.
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t e r r i t o r i e s  annexed by P r u s s i a ;  none was from t he  Junker  
c l a s s .  A l l  o f  them desp i sed  m i l i t a r i s m . 33 A l l  t h a t  Bishop  
K e t t e l e r  d i d  r e g a r d i ng  t h i s  n i n e t e e n t h - c e n t u r y ,  German 
C a t h o l i c  t r a d i t i o n  was t o  r e s t a t e  i t  and encourage C a t h o l i c s  
to r e t a i n  i t .  His  s o c i a l  program in Deutschland nach dem 
K r i e q  von 1866 , D i e  K a t h o l i k e n  im deutschen R e i c h e , and 
o t h e r  sources,  wer e  e n t i r e l y  new to  C a t h o l i c  p o l i t i c a l  and 
s o c i a l  p o l i c y .
The O f f i c i a l  Program o f  t he  C e n t e r  P a r t y  
From t he  b e g i nn i ng  t h e  C e n t r i s t s  accept ed  t he  p r i n ­
c i p l e s  o f  n i n e t e e n t h - c e n t u r y  C a t h o l i c  t r a d i t i o n  as t he  
c o r n e r s t o n e  o f  t h e i r  program.  The o r i g i n a l  l e a d e r s h i p  o f  
t h e  p a r t y  was p r i m a r i l y  r e s p o n s i b l e  f o r  t h i s  broad and 
genera l  program in o r d e r  t o  e n t i c e  P r o t e s t a n t s  and non-  
Pruss ian  C a t h o l i c s  to j o i n  t h e  new p o l i t i c a l  p a r t y .  Bishop  
K e t t e l e r  was not  d i r e c t l y  i nv o l v e d  in t h i s .
Except  f o r  t he s e  genera l  p r i n c i p l e s ,  t h e  N a t i o n a l  
Ce n t e r  p a r t y  p e r m i t t e d  open d i s c u s s i o n  a t  p a r t y  caucuses  
where m a j o r i t y  r u l e  de t e r mi ne d  t he  p a r t y ' s  p o l i c y .  T h e r e ­
f o r e ,  t he  t h i r d  p a r t y  s t a t u t e  is i mp o r ta n t  in the  o r g a n i z a ­
t i o n ,  p r ocedu re ,  and program o f  t h e  C e n t r i s t s ,  f o r  the  
l e g i s l a t i o n  which t he  p a r t y  proposed,  voted f o r  and a g a i n s t  
in t he  Re i chs tag  t e l l s  more about  t h e  program o f  t he  Cent er  
p a r t y  than do t he  v a r i o u s  programs.  Here t h e  i n f l u e n c e  o f
^^Buchheim,  U1t ramontanismus und Demokra t i e ,  81,
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K e t t e l e r ' s  ideas was dominant  and t h e  s o c i a l  l e g i s l a t i v e
program and record o f  t h e  C e n t r i s t s  f o l l o w e d  t h e  concepts
o f  K e t t e l e r ,  as " C h r i s t i a n i t y  f o l l o w s  t he  ideas o f  t he
New T e s t a m en t .
The adopt i on  o f  a broad program and o f  t h e  p a r t y ' s
pr ocedure  is a t t e s t e d  by t he  o f f i c i a l  program which  the
C e nt e r  p r ese n t e d  and recorded a t  t h e  opening sess ion o f
t h e  R e i chs t aq  in l a t e  A p r i l ,  1871:
J u s t i c e  is  t h e  f o u n d a t i o n  o f  a u t h o r i t y .  The 
Cent e r  P a r t y  o f  t h e  German Re i c h s ta g  has adopted  
t he  f o l l o w i n g  p r i n c i p l e s  f o r  i t s  a c t i v i t i e s :  ( 1 )
The c h a r a c t e r  o f  t h e  Re ich  should  be a c o n f e d e r a ­
t i o n .  A c c o r d i n g l y  we s h a l l  s t r i v e  f o r  a f e d e r a l  
c h a r a c t e r  o f  t h e  R e i c h ' s  c o n s t i t u t i o n ,  f o r  t he  
s e l f - d e t e r m i n a t i o n  and spontaneous o p e r a t i o n  o f  
each s t a t e  and no more o f  i t s  s o v e r e i g n t y  s h a l l  
be taken away than is  n e ce s sa r y  f o r  t h e  w e l f a r e  o f  
t he  e n t i r e  R e i c h . ( 2 )  We s h a l l  s t r i v e  t o  s t r e n g t h e n  
t he  moral  and m a t e r i a l  w e l f a r e  o f  a l l  c l a s s e s ;  to  
work f o r  p o l i t i c a l  and r e l i g i o u s  f reedom f o r  a l l  
who belong t o  t h e  Re i ch  and e s p e c i a l l y  to  p r o t e c t  
l e g a l l y  t h e  r i g h t s  o f  a l l  r e l i g i o u s  groups.  ( 3 )
This  p a r t y  w i l l  work  f o r  t h e s e  fundamenta l  p r i n ­
c i p l e s  above a l l  o t h e r  m a t t e r s  in d i s c u s s i o n s ,  
d e bat es ,  and c o n s i d e r a t i o n s  b e f o r e  t h e  R e i c h s t a g .
The s t a t u t e s  adopted b-yi t h e  German C e n t e r  p a r t y  were ;
Preamble:  A l l  members have t h e  f reedom t o  speak
f o r  themselves  and v o t e  as t h e y  p l e a s e .
1. A Board o f  D i r e c t o r s  o f  12 w i t h  a chai rman and 
a s e c r e t a r y  s h a l l  conduct  t h e  a f f a i r s  o f  t he  
P a r t y .  Th i s  board s h a l l  be e l e c t e d .
2.  In r egard  to  a l l  p a r t y  personnel  a s e c r e t  v o t e  
s h a l l  be t a k e n ,  i f  any deput y  reques t s  t h i s .
3.  Independent  mot ions  o r  i n t e r p o l a t i o n s  must not  
be made w i t h o u t  p r e v i o u s  d i s c u s s i o n  w i t h  the  
P a r t y ,  o r  approva l  o f  t he  P a r t y .  Th is  appr ova l  
was o b t a i n e d  f rom t h e  Board o f  D i r e c t o r s ,  i f
i t  was i mp o s s i b l e  to  a w a i t  t h e  n e x t  P a r t y
^ ^ 1b i d . , 1 5 5 - 6 8 ,  t h e  q u o t e  on p .  168.
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caucus .35
In t h i s  broad program t he  C e n t r i s t s  f o l l o w e d  n i n e ­
t e e n t h - c e n t u r y  German C a t h o l i c  t r a d i t i o n .  Bishop K e t t e l e r  
may have s t r en g t h e n ed  them in t h i s  t r a d i t i o n ,  but  d i d  not  
d i r e c t l y  i n f l u e n c e  them. The f i r s t  chai rman o f  t h e  German 
C e n t e r  p a r t y  was Hermann von M a l l i n c k r o d t ,  t he  a u t h o r  o f  
t he  S oes t e r  Program.
Hermann von M a l l i n c k r o d t  was a v e r y  c l o s e  f r i e n d  
o f  Fa t her  W i l d e r i c h  von K e t t e l e r ,  t he  b r o t h e r  o f  Bishop  
K e t t e l e r .  A f t e r  1866 K e t t e l e r ' s  book,  Deut sch land  nach 
dem K r i e q  von 1 86 6 , was Mai 1 i n c k r o d t ' s p o l i t i c a l  " b i b l e .  
M a l l i n c k r o d t  was t he  o r i g i n a t o r  o f  t he  S o es t e r  c o n f e r ences  
and Fa t her  W i l d e r i c h  K e t t e l e r  was a c h a r t e r  member o f  the  
c on f e r e n c e s .  F a t h e r  K e t t e l e r  and Bishop K e t t e l e r  c a r r i e d  
on r e g u l a r  cor respondence  on p o l i t i c a l  and s o c i a l  m a t t e r s  
t h roughout  t h e i r  l i v e s .  When Pruss i an  C a t h o l i c  l ea d e r s  
d i scussed  t he  f e a s i b i l i t y  o f  a C a t h o l i c  p o l i t i c a l  p a r t y ,  
M a l l i n c k r o d t  brought  t h e  co n c l us i on s  o f  t h e  S oe s t e r  con­
f e r e n c e s  to  B e r l i n .  The Pruss i an  Cent e r  p a r t y  adopted t h i s  
program f o r  t he  Pruss i an  Lower House e l e c t i o n  campaign in 
t h e  autumn o f  1870.  Th i s  was s ev e r a l  months a f t e r  t he  
Essen Program appeared.
^ ^ 1bi d .
3^Cf .  Chapter  I I ,  pp.  5 6 - 5 7 ,  on S oes t e r  Conferences.
37 P f U l f ,  op.  c i t . ,  I l l ,  249,
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Dur ing these  months i t  was s t i l l  undecided whet her  
the  Genera Iversammlunq K a t h o l i s c h e n v e r e i n  im Deutschland  
would become an i n t e g r a l  p a r t  o f  t he  f u t u r e  C a t h o l i c  p o l i t i  
cal  p a r t y .  The C e n t r a l  Commit tee o f  t he  C a t h o l i c  A s s o c i a ­
t i o n s  o f  Germany pr epar ed  a p o l i t i c a l  program,  t he  Essen 
Program,  to p r e s e n t  to the ne x t  genera l  assembly o f  the  
a s s o c i a t i o n  and re l e a se d  i t  to  t h e  p u b l i c  on June 30,  1870.  
Bishop K e t t e l e r  was a member o f  t h e  C e n t r a l  Committee. '^® 
Since  t he  General  Assembly in i t s  autumn meet ing  decided  
on a s e p a r a t i o n  from t he  f u t u r e  p o l i t i c a l  p a r t y ,  t h e  p r o ­
gram was not  voted  upon.  T h e r e f o r e ,  t h i s  program was not  
t h e  o f f i c i a l  program o f  t he  C e n t e r  p a r t y .  A f t e r  t h i s  de­
c i s i o n  t he  Pruss i an  Cent er  adopted t he  Soes t e r  Program.
There  is  no r e l a t i o n s h i p  between t h e  Soes t e r  and 
Essen Programs and t h e  Mainz Program.  The Mainz  Program 
was t h e  campaign program o f  C hr is t oph  Moufang,  t he  r e c t o r  
o f  K e t t e l e r ' s  seminary in M a i n z , a n d  a f t e r  h i s  e l e c t i o n  
r ep r es e n t e d  Mainz in the German R e i c h s t a g . In a campaign 
speech on March 2,  1871,  in Mainz Moufang p r e se n t e d  t h i s  
program and s t a t e d  t h a t  h is  program was K e t t e l e r ' s  program.  
Here is  the  reason f o r  i t s  prominence in t he  h i s t o r y  o f  
t he  C e n t e r  p a r t y .
H i s t o r i a n s  do not  agr ee  on these  programs o f  the
^^Buchheim,  U1tramontanismus und D e m o k r a t i e , 219.
3 9 | b i d . . 220 - 21 .
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C e n t e r ,  The p r i n c i p a l  ones on t h i s  problem,  Kar l  Bachem,  
Wol fgang Tr eue ,  and Ludwig B e r g s t r ë s s e r  p r ese n t  a l l  f i v e :  
t he  O u t l i n e d  Program o f  K e t t e l e r  (1867 and p u b l i s h e d  in 
1873 in book form w i t h  t he  B i shop ' s  commentary) ;  t he  Essen 
Program (June 30,  1870) ;  t he  Soes t e r  Program ( Oc t ober  28,  
1870) ;  t he  Mainz Program (March 2,  1871) ;  and t h e  R e i c h ­
stag Program ( A p r i l  22,  1871) .  Wol fgang Treue m a i n t a i n s  
t h a t  t h e  Essen and Mainz Programs were  t he  o f f i c i a l  programs  
o f  t h e  Cent e r  p a r t y ,  w h i l e  B e r g s t r ë s s e r  b e l i e v e s  t h a t  the  
Soes t e r  Program was.  Th i s  p o s i t i o n  seems to  be i n c o r r e c t ,  
s i n ce  t he  Pruss i an  Cent er  p a r t y ,  not  t he  N a t i o n a l ,  adopted  
t h e  S oes t e r  Program and s i n ce  t he  German Cent er  pr e se n t e d  
t he  Re i chs t a g  Program a t  t he  opening session o f  t h e  German 
R e i c h s t a g . Bachem argues t h a t  in t he  f i n a l  a n a l y s i s  
K e t t e l e r ' s  program was t he  C e n t e r ' s  o f f i c i a l  program.  Yet  
a l l  o f  these  au t hor s  a gr ee  t h a t  t he  Bishop was t h e  major  
i n f l u e n c e  in t h e  s o c i a l  program o f  t he  Center  p a r t y . ^0
The C e n t r i s t ' s  Soc i a l  L e g i s l a t i v e  Program
The l eader s  o f  t he  C a t h o l i c  p a r t y  a t t e s t  t o  K e t ­
t e l e r ' s  i n f l u e n c e  on the  p a r t y ' s  s o c i a l  program as does 
t he  C e n t e r ' s  Re i chs t ag  r ecor d .  When t he  news o f  Bishop  
K e t t e l e r ' s  death reached B e r l i n  in J u l y ,  1877,  Franz H i t z e ,
^^Wol fgang Treue ,  Deutsche Par t e iprogramme,  1861-  
1954 ( G ü t t ingen:  Musterschmidt  W i s s e n s c h a f t f i c h e r  V e r l a g ,
1954) ,  56 f f . ; Ludwig B e r g s t r ë s s e r ,  Per  p o l i t i s c h e  Katho-  
1i smus (2  v o l s . ;  MUnchen: KUsel V e r l a g ,  1 9 2 1 - 2 3 ) ,  T H
27 f f . ;  and Bachem, op.  c i t . ,  I l l ,  146 f f .
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chai rman o f  t h e  p a r t y ' s  L e g i s l a t i v e  Commi t tee,  s t a t e d  in
t h e  Re i ch s ta g  :
We w i l l  a lways  r e v e r t  to t he  c o n s t r u c t i v e  C a t h o l i c  
s o c i a l  and p o l i t i c a l  system o f  Baron von K e t t e l e r  
and c o n s t a n t l y  d e s i g n a t e  him as t h e  one whom we 
t hank  f o r  our  s o c i a l  program.  We w i l l  c o n t i n u e  to  
b u i l d  upon h i s  program,  which is our  b l u e p r i n t . 41
In 1888 Ludwig von W i n d t h o r s t ,  t he  l e a d e r  o f  t he  C e n t e r
p a r t y  from 1872 t o  1901,  w r o t e  in t he  p r e f a c e  t o  t he  f o u r t h
e d i t i o n  o f  K e t t e l e r ' s  book.  D i e  A r b e i t e r f r a g e  und das
Chri  s t e n t u m :
I t  i s  and i t  remains t o  our  honor t h a t  i t  was a 
C a t h o l i c  Church l e a d e r  a t  t h i s  t i me  . . . who 
p l a n t e d  t h e  s t andar d  o f  a C h r i s t i a n  s o c i a l  r e ­
form.  Above a l l  he is t he  l ea rn e d  t e a c h e r  and 
p i o n e e r  o f  C a t h o l i c - s o c i a l  a s p i r a t i o n s . 42
On March 19,  1877,  F r e i h e r r  von S c h o r l e m e r - A l s t  in h i s  
arguments f o r  t h e  l eg a l  p r o t e c t i o n  o f  women and c h i l d  
l a b o r e r s  s a i d  t h a t  he u t i l i z e d  K e t t e l e r ' s  arguments a g a i n s t  
women and c h i l d  l a b o r e r s  v e r b a t i m .
I n v e s t i g a t i o n  o f  t h e  l e g i s l a t i v e  r e s o l u t i o n s ,  
v o t i n g  r e c o r d ,  and p a r t y  a c t i v i t i e s  concer n i ng  s o c i a l  p r o b ­
lems shows t h a t  Bishop K e t t e l e r  permeated t h e  Cent e r  p a r t y  
w i t h  h i s  s o c i a l  i d e a l s  and s u g g e s t i o n s .  From t h e  t i me  t h a t  
K e t t e l e r  summarized h i s  ideas on p o l i t i c s  and s o c i a l  l e g i s ­
l a t i o n  in 1873^^ w i t h  t he  p u b l i c a t i o n  o f  Die  K a t h o l i  ken im
^^As quoted in R e i n a r z ,  op.  c i t . ,  18.
^^Wi lhe l m von K e t t e l e r ,  D i e  A r b e i t e r f r a g e  und das 
Chri  s tentum ( 4 t h  e d . ; Ma i nz :  V e r l a g  von K i rc h h e i m,  1 8 8 8 ) ,
p r e f a c e ,  T7
43 P f U l f ,  o p . c i t . .  I l l ,  189 .
^ ^ K e t t e l e r  o u t l i n e d  h i s  program in 1867 and w r o t e
M l
deutschen R e i c h e , " C a t h o l i c s  in t h e i r  p o l i t i c a l  a c t i v i t i e s  
d u r i n g  t he  next  decades d i d  much to  b r i n g  t he  s o c i a l  a t t i ­
tude  i n t o  t he  idea o f  t h e  German s t a t e , L u d w i g  Wi nd­
t h o r s t  in a p a r t y  caucus on November 26,  1 8 / 3 ,  s t a t e d :  " I
look upon t he  s o c i a l  problem as a s e r i o u s  m a t t e r  and I be ­
l i e v e  t h a t  i t  i s  more s i g n i f i c a n t  to  occupy o u r s e l v e s  w i t h  
i t s  s o l u t i o n  than t h a t  we de vo t e  a l l  o f  our  t i me  t o  Church 
and school  p o l i t i c s , I n  h i s  o p i n i o n  t he  w e l f a r e  o f  t he  
i n d u s t r i a l  wor ker s  had t o  be improved in o r d e r  t o  weaken 
S o c i a l i s m  and Marxism among t he  w o r k e r s .  Gr ea t  concern  
f o r  t h e  s o c i a l  w e l f a r e  o f  t h e  w o r k i n g c l a s s e s  was p r e s e n t  
in t he  C e n t e r  p a r t y .  On Januar y  16, 1885,  F r e i h e r r  von 
H e r t l i n g  made t h i s  s t a t ement  in t h e  Re i c h s ta g  :
The s ickness  and a c c i d e n t  i ns u r an c e  a c t s  a r e  r e a l l y  
a g r a t i f y i n g  b e g i nn i n g  but  a long way from what  i t  
should be.  I t  is most s e r i o u s  to  be s o l i c i t o u s  f o r  
the  s i c k  wor ker s  and wo r ker s  s u f f e r i n g  a c c i d e n t s  
b u t ,  we must a l s o  p r o m p t l y  deal  w i t h  t he  d i s c o n t e n t  
o f  t h e  h e a l t h y  w o r ke r s .  I t  should  g r e a t l y  concern  
us t h a t  t h e  wor k i ng  man may f o l l o w  h i s  g r e a t  v o ca ­
t i o n  u n d i s t u r b e d .  We have no f e a r  t h a t  t he  s o c i a l -  
d e mo cr a t i c  i de a l  w i l l  w i n .  I t  w i l l  not  a c t u a l l y  
w i n ,  s i n c e  i t  goes a g a i n s t  t h e  v e r y  n a t u r e  o f  man,  
as does t h e  s p e c u l a t i o n  o f  Kar l  Marx,  But we must
f e a r  i s  t he  o c ca s i on a l  r i s i n g  o f  v i o l e n t  d i s c o n t e n t , ^ ?
On t h e  same day F r e i h e r r  von S c h o r l e m e r - A l s t  s a i d :
t h e  book in 1870,  I t  was p u b l i s h e d  in 1873,
^ ^Tr eue ,  o p , c l t , ,  14; George M e t l a k e ,  Chri  s t i a n  
So c i a l  Re f or m, t r a n s ,  John Joseph Laux ( P h i l a d e l p h i a : 
Dolphin  Press ,  1 923 ) ,  12,
^^Bachem, o p , ci  t , , M i ,  330,
4 7 1 b i d , , I V ,  105,
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On May 17,  1884,  I s t a t e d  r e l a t i v e  to t h i s :  Nova
p o t e n t i a  c r e s c i t .48  Concerning t he  i n t e r e s t s  and 
w e l f a r e  o f  t he  workers  I now s t a t e  t h a t  e v e r y t h i n g  
is s t i l l  to be done,  i f  we r ea l  1 y wi sh to a l l e v i a t e  
t h e i r  c o n d i t i o n ,  i f  we c o n t i n u e  to h i n d e r  t h e i r  
w e l f a r e ,  then t hey  w i l l  become more e m b i t t e r e d  and 
tend toward s o c i a l  i sm. ^9
The S t a t e  and So c i a l  Problems
Fo l lo w i n g  t he  t e a ch i ng s  o f  Bishop K e t t e l e r , 50 the  
Center  p a r t y  h e l d  t h a t  t he  s t a t e  had d u t i e s  toward t h e  s o l u ­
t i o n  o f  t he  s o c i a l  problems.  The s t a t e  had to i n s u r e  t h a t  
i t s  laws and s o c i a l  i n s t i t u t i o n s  would promote and sa f eguar d  
p u b l i c  w e l l - b e i n g  and p r i v a t e  p r o s p e r i t y .  The s t a t e  had to  
p r a c t i c e  modera t ion  and j u s t i c e  in t a x a t i o n .  The du t y  o f  
t he  r u l e r s  was to  a c t  in s t r i c t  j u s t i c e  and e q u a l i t y  toward  
eve r y  c l a s s .  The s t a t e  had t he  duty  to p r o t e c t  t h e  r i g h t  
o f  p r i v a t e  p r o p e r t y .  Laws must not  proceed f u r t h e r  than  
was necessary  to  remedy an e v i l  o r  t o  p r o t e c t  t he  common 
w e l f a r e .  The s t a t e  had to  p r o t e c t  t he  i n t e r e s t s  o f  t he  
w o r k i n g c l a s s  and had t he  duty  to r e g u l a t e  work i ng  c o n d i t i o n s .  
Labor unions d i d  not  d e r i v e  t h e i r  r i g h t  f o r  e x i s t e n c e  from 
permiss i on  o f  t he  government ,  but  from t h e i r  v e r y  n a t u r e .
To e n t e r  i n t o  an a s s o c i a t i o n  o f  t h i s  k ind was a n a t u r a l  
r i g h t ,  which t he  government  was bound to p r o t e c t .  On
48 T r a n s l a t e d :  "New power grows."  S c h o r l e m e r - A l s t
r e f e r r e d  to t he  growth o f  s o c i a l i s m .
^^Bachem, op.  c i t . ,  IV ,  105.
' ^ D i e  K a t h o l i k e n  im deutschen Re i che ,  3 0 - 3 5 .
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January  14,  1885,  F r e i h e r r  von H e r t l i n g  u t t e r e d  t he  f o l l o w ­
ing s t a t ement  in t he  Re i chs t ag  :
We do not  regard s o c i a l  reforms as a f a v o r  but  we 
regard  them as a r i g h t .  , . , Here ,  as in o t h e r  
m a t t e r s ,  t he  laws and t h e  s t r e n g t h  o f  t he  s t a t e  must  
p r o t e c t  r i g h t s . 51
He concluded t h i s  s t a t ement  by emphas iz ing t h a t  the  w o r k i n g ­
man was not  a machine but  a human person and thus should be 
p r o t e c t e d  by the  s t a t e .
T h e i r  genera l  o b j e c t i v e  was t o  improve t he  economic  
p o s i t i o n  o f  t he  w o r k i n g c l a s s  through t he  r i g h t  o f  p r i v a t e  
p r o p e r t y .  K e t t e l e r  and t h e  C e n t e r  p a r t y  m a i n t a i n e d  t h e  
r i g h t  o f  p r i v a t e  p r o p e r t y  a g a i n s t  t he  p o s i t i o n  o f  t he  So­
c i a l i s t s .  Y et ,  t h e s e  r i g h t s  were l i m i t e d  by t he  common 
w e l f a r e .  The r i g h t  o f  p r i v a t e  p r o p e r t y  d i d  not  inc luded  
i t s  i n d i s c r i m i n a t e  use f o r  e x p l o i t a t i o n  which was d e t r i ­
mental  to  t h e  common g o o d . 5%
The program o f  t h e  Cent er  p a r t y  i nc l ude d  t he  e s t a b ­
l i shment  o f  i n s t i t u t i o n s  f o r  workers  u n a b l e  to  work.  K e t ­
t e l e r  and t he  C e n t r i s t s  emphasized t h e  C h r i s t i a n  f a m i l y  and 
C h r i s t i a n  m a r r i a g e  as t he  nuc leus  o f  a s o c i e t y  in which  
workers  were  p r ov i d e d  w i t h  a C h r i s t i a n  c u l t u r e . B o t h  pr o -
51 I b i d . , 96.
5^Georges Goyau,  " K e t t e l e r , "  The C a t h o l i c  E n cy c l o ­
p e d i a , V I I  (1908  e d . ) ,  6 2 9 - 3 4 ;  c f .  Chapter  IV o f  t h i s  
t h e s i s ,  pp.  123-24 .
53 C f .  C h a p t e r  I o f  t h i s  t h e s i s ,  pp.  3 4 - 3 8 .
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moted t he  idea o f  c o - o p e r a t i v e s  among t he  w o r k i n g c l a s s  w i t h ­
out  government  s u b s i d y . 54
In 1871 t h e  C e n t e r  p a r t y  suggested t h a t  t h e  c h i l d  
l a b o r  law,  which had been passed by t he  Re i chs t a g  o f  t he  
No r th  German C o n f e d e r a t i o n ,  should be i n c o r p o r a t e d  i n t o  t he  
laws o f  the  German E m p i r e . 55 Th i s  law fo r bade  c h i l d r e n  under  
t he  age o f  12 years  t o  work  in f a c t o r i e s .  C h i l d r e n  from t h e  
ages o f  12 to 14 were  f o r b i d d e n  t o  work  more than s i x  hours  
per  day;  and those  from 14 t o  16 more than ten hours per  
day.  A l so  c h i l d r e n  between t he  ages o f  12 to 16 were  f o r ­
bidden to  work  on Sundays o r  a t  n i g h t .  Th i s  suggest i on  was 
adopt ed  as a law o f  the  Empire by t h e  Rei c h s t a q . 5^
On March 19,  1877,  G r a f  Ferd i nand von Galen i n t r o ­
duced t he  f o l l o w i n g  suggest i ons  in b e h a l f  o f  t he  Cent er  
p a r t y  f o r  c o n s i d e r a t i o n  by t he  Re i c h s ta g  :
1. Th i s  i s  p r e s e n t e d  f o r  c o n s i d e r a t i o n  a t  t h e  nex t  
session o f  the  R e i c h s t a g . I t  is a d r a f t  o f  a 
proposed law r eg a r d i n g  changes in t he  i n d u s t r i a l  
r e g u l a t i o n s  o f  J u l y  21,  1869,  w i t h  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  
p o i n t s  :
a )  The e f f e c t i v e  p r o t e c t i o n  o f  t h e  s p i r i t u a l  
l i f e  o f  a l l  wor k i ng  p e op l e  w i t h  Sunday,  a 
day o f  r e s t . 57
b)  The p r o t e c t i o n  and improvement o f  t h e  l a b o r ­
ing c l a s s  t hrough t he  l i f t i n g  o f  r e s t r i c ­
t i o n s  to  e x e r c i s e  a t r a d e ;  t o  r e g u l a t e  t he  
r e l a t i o n s h i p  between t h e  a p p r e n t i c e  and
5^Goyau,  loc .  c i t .
5 5 [ f .  Chapt er  V, pp.  160 - 61 .
5^Bachem, op.  c i t . ,  IV ,  101.
5 7 [ f .  C h a p t e r  V,  p.  163.
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journeyman to  t h e  mast er ;  to  promote co - o p -  
e r a t i v e s . 58
c)  The e x t e n s i o n  o f  l awf u l  r u l e s  f o r  t h e  p r o ­
t e c t i o n  o f  t he  person o f  t h e  f a c t o r y  wo r ke r ;  
t o  se t  up norms f o r  f a c t o r y  r u l e s ;  to f o r b i d  
t h e  h i r i n g  o f  young f a c t o r y  wor ker s  under  
t h e  age o f  14; t o  p r o t e c t  f a m i l y  l i f e  
through t h e  p r o h i b i t i o n  o f  women workers  in 
f a c t o r i e s .59
d)  The i n t r o d u c t i o n  o f  i n d u s t r i a l  a r b i t r a t i o n  
c o u r t s  w i t h  t he  c o o p e r a t i o n  o f  f r e e l y  e l e c t e d  
r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s  o f  t h e  wo r ke rs .
e )  To r e g u l a t e  f u r t h e r  t he  r u l e s  c oncer n i ng  con­
cess ion  o b l i g a t i o n s  o f  i n d u s t r y ,  e s p e c i a l l y  
t h e  management o f  t h e  r e s t a u r a n t  and b a r .
2.  A r e v i s i o n  o f  t h e  laws r e f e r r i n g  to  t h e  f reedom 
to  l i v e  where  one chooses,  a l s o  laws r e f e r r i n g  
t o  l i a b i l i t i e s  f o r  damages,  e t c . ,  o f  t h e  law o f  
J u l y  7 ,  1 87 1 , in r e f e r e n c e  to  t he  pursuance and 
suggest i ons  c once r n i ng  miners  and i n d u s t r i a l  i n -  
s t a l l a t i o n s .
G r a f  von Galen concluded h i s  l en g t h y  mot ion w i t h  h i s  reasons
f o r  t he  proposa l  :
The b a s i c  reason f o r  t h e  immediate s o l u t i o n  o f  the  
s o c i a l  problems is  t h e  s p i r i t  o f  C h r i s t i a n i t y  and 
i t s  laws c once r n i ng  t h e  d i g n i t y  o f  man. This  d i g ­
n i t y  comes from God . . . and must be t he  u n d e r l y i n g  
p r i n c i p l e  o f  t he  s o c i a l  o r d e r  and t h e  f a m i l y . 60
In t he  d i s cu s s i on s  which f o l l o w e d  t h i s  mot ion Wind­
t h o r s t  s t a t e d  on A p r i l  18:
One o f  t h e  g r e a t e s t  e r r o r s  o f  our  epoch i s  t he  be ­
l i e f  t h a t  mast ers  and t h e i r  workmen must n e c e s s a r i l y  
be enemies.  The t r u e  i n t e r e s t s  o f  t h e  f ormer  can
^ ^ E v i d e n t l y  t he  medieval  g u i l d  system had not  e n t i r e ­
l y  d i s a p p e a r ed  in Germany.  The g u i l d s  e x e r c i s e d  v e r y  s t r i c t  
r e g u l a t i o n s  f o r  everyone  who wished to e n t i r e  a s p e c i f i c  
t r a d e .  F r e q u e n t l y  r e s t r i c t i o n s  kept  a p p r e n t i c e s  and j o u r n e y ­
men from becoming mast er s .
59 Cf .  Chapter  IV ,  pp.  153-54 .
^^Bachem, o p .  c i t . ,  I V ,  1 0 2 - 1 0 3 ;  c f .  C h a p t e r  IV ,
pp.  1 2 4 - 2 5 .
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o n l y  be m a i n t a i n e d  when t h e y  agree  to t h e  r ea l  needs 
o f  the  l a t t e r ,  and both can o n l y  have common i n t e r ­
e s t s  when t hey  a r e  on f r i e n d l y  terms.  I f  both s ides  
coul d  o n l y  b e l i e v e  t h a t  t h e i r  i n t e r e s t s  a r e  r e a l l y  
t h e  same, then t h e i r  d i f f e r e n c e s  would come t o  an 
end.oT
In t he  nex t  session t h e  Re i ch s t a g  f a i l e d  to  c o n s i d e r  the  
suggest i ons  o f  von G a l e n ' s  mot i on .
In a d i s c u s s i on  a t  a p a r t y  caucus on February  27,
1879 , P e t e r  Rei chensperger  s a i d :
I am o f  t h e  o p i n i o n  t h a t  in t h e  concept  o f  wages,  
not  o n l y  should suppor t  f o r  t he  t o p i c a l  moment o f  
t he  w or ke r  be c o n s i d e r e d ,  but  t h a t  t h e  wor ke r  is  
a b l e  t o  p l an  h i s  e x i s t e n c e  f o r  t he  f u t u r e . 62
The C e nt e r  opposed t h e  f i r s t  a c c i d e n t  i nsur ance  
b i l l  which t he  government  proposed to  t h e  R e i c h s t a g  in 
A p r i l  o f  1881 . A l l  wo r ke r s  who were  in heavy i n d u s t r y  and 
m i n i n g ,  and who r e c e i v e d  l ess  than 2000 marks ( about  $500  
t od a y )  in wages per  annum had to  be i ns ur ed .  The e n t i r e  
s t r u c t u r e  was a d m i n i s t e r e d  by a s p e c i a l  I m p e r i a l  I nsurance  
Bureau.  In t h e  case o f  wor ker s  who earned l ess  than 750  
marks per  annum, t h e  government  would pay o n e - t h i r d  and 
t h e  employers t w o - t h i r d s  o f  t h e  premium.  In t he  case o f  
wor ker s  whose wages were  between 750 and 2000 marks pe r  
annum, the  employee and employer  e q u a l l y  shared the  payment  
o f  t h e  premiums.  The Ce nt e r  p a r t y  voted  a g a i n s t  t h i s  
measure because o f  t he  b u r e a u c r a t i c  a d m i n i s t r a t i o n  o f  t he
^^Horgan,  op.  c i t . ,  267.
^^Bachem, o p . c i t . ,  I V ,  103.
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i ns ur anc e  program,  which v i o l a t e d  t h e i r  p r i n c i p l e  r e g a r d ­
ing c e n t r a l i z a t i o n  o f  power,
In November o f  1881 Ludwig W i n d t h o r s t  a pp o i n t e d  a 
s p e c i a l  commi t tee  in t he  Cent e r  p a r t y  which d e a l t  e x c l u s i v e ­
l y  w i t h  s o c i a l  l e g i s l a t i o n ,  F r e i h e r r  von F r a n c k e n s t e i n  was 
t he  chai rman and Dr,  E r ns t  L i e b e r  and Canon H i t z e  wer e  t he  
members.  The purpose o f  t h i s  commi t tee  was t h r e e f o l d :
1, To a c q u a i n t  t h e  members o f  t he  Ce n t e r  P a r t y  w i t h  
a l l  t h e o r e t i c a l  and p r a c t i c a l  background knowl ­
edge o f  s o c i a l  problems and s o c i a l  l e g i s l a t i o n ,
2,  To work w i t h  o t h e r  p o l i t i c a l  p a r t i e s  in a t t a i n ­
ing p o s s i b l e  compromises,
3,  To a c q u a i n t  t hemselves  w i t h  e ve r y  f a c e t  o f  a 
proposed i tem o f  s o c i a l  l e g i s l a t i o n  and to  lead  
t h e  d i s cu s s i o n  f o r  t he  C e n t r i s t s  on t h e  f l o o r
o f  t he  R e i c h s t a g .
in 1883 Bismark i n t r o d u c e d  a Sickness  I ns ur anc e  Act  
whi ch made i nsur ance  o b l i g a t o r y  f o r  a l l  wage e a r n e r s  except  
p r o f e s s i o n a l  and w h i t e - c o l l a r  w o r k e r s .  I t  was a d m i n i s t e r e d  
by t h e  p r o v i n c i a l  l e g i s l a t u r e s  and t h e  i nsur ance  bureaus o f  
each German s t a t e .  The cost  o f  t h e  premium was shared by 
t h e  employee and t h e  e m p l o y e r - - t w o - t h i r d s  by t h e  employees  
and o n e - t h i r d  by t he  employer .  The p r i n c i p a l  b e n e f i t s  were :  
s ickness  pay f o r  13 weeks;  m a t u r i t y  pay f o r  s i x  weeks a f t e r  
c h i l d b i r t h ;  f r e e  medical  a t t e n d a n c e ,  i n c l u d i n g  f r e e  m e d i c i ne  
d u r i ng  t he  i l l n e s s ,  and in many cases f r e e  h o s p i t a l i z a t i o n  
and f r e e  c a r e  in c o n v a l e sc e n t  homes; and f u n e r a l  a l l owa n ce s
^^Sidney B, Fay,  " B i s m a r k " s W e l f a r e  S t a t e , "  C u r r e n t  
H i s t o r y . XVI I I ( 1 9 5 0 ) ,  2 - 7 .
^^Bachem, op ,  c i t . ,  I V ,  89 ,
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in case o f  d e a t h . S i n c e  t he  i m p e r i a l  government  was en­
t i r e l y  exc luded from t he  a d m i n i s t r a t i o n  o f  t h i s  a c t ,  t he  
C e n t e r  p a r t y  voted  f o r  t h i s  i ns ur anc e  b i l l  unanimously .
The C e n t r i s t s  voted f o r  t h e  A c c id e n t  I nsur ance  Act  o f  1884 
and in 1889 f o r  t he  Old Age and I n c a p a c i t y  I nsur ance  A c t .
As long as t he  c e n t r a l  government  was not  t he  a d m i n i s t r a t o r  
o f  t he  b e n e f i t s ,  t he  Cent e r  p a r t y  voted  f o r  e v e ry  w e l f a r e  
b e n e f i t  f o r  t he  w o r k i n g c l a s s .
In November o f  1884 t h e  Commit tee on So c i a l  L e g i s l a ­
t i o n  o f  t h e  Cent e r  p a r t y  i n t r o d u c e d  a mot ion which f or ba de  
work on Sundays and h o l i d a y s ,  and f o r ba d e  c h i l d r e n  and women 
to  work  in f a c t o r i e s .  I t  a l s o  recommended t h a t  maximum work  
hours be set  f o r  younger w o r k e r s .  Bishop K e t t e l e r  had recom­
mended t h i s  in 1871.^^ The mot ion f a i l e d  to  p a s s . ^7
Th i s  s hor t  resume o f  t he  C e n t e r ' s  a c t i v i t i e s  on t h e  
s o c i a l  l e g i s l a t i o n  o f  t he  German Empi re i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  t he  
p a r t y  had l earned  i t s  lesson w e l l  f rom Bishop K e t t e l e r .  I t  
a l s o  i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  much o f  t h e  s o c i a l  l e g i s l a t i o n  which t he  
Ce n t e r  proposed was a lmost  v e r b a t i m  from t he  p r o p o s i t i o n s  
o f  K e t t e l e r  and t h a t  t he  remai nder  was in l i n e  w i t h  K e t ­
t e l e r ' s  p r i n c i p l e s .  Those i tems,  not  d i r e c t l y  s t a t e d  in t he  
B i s h o p ' s  program f o r  German C a t h o l i c s ,  were  c o n s i d e re d  by
^^Fay,  loc .  c i t .
66 Bachem, op.  c i t . ,  IV ,  105 - 14 .  
^^Cf .  Chapter  V, p.  192.
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th e  C e n te r  in th e  l i g h t  o f  K e t t e l e r ' s  genera l  p r i n c i p l e s  
o f  government ,  s t a t e ,  s o c i e t y ,  and th e  i n d i v i d u a l . ^ ®
A K e t t e l e r - W i n d t h o r s t  Feud?
Very  l i t t l e  is  a c t u a l l y  known about  th e  persona l  
r e l a t i o n s h i p  between Bishop von K e t t e l e r  and th e  C e n te r  
p a r t y ' s  l e a d e r s h ip .  Bachem says t h a t  a t  an e a r l y  t im e  in 
t h e  p o l i t i c a l  c a r e e r  o f  Hermann von M a l l i n c k r o d t  he had 
t h e  same v ie w p o i n t  which Bishop K e t t e l e r  p re se n te d  in h is  
book, Deutsch land  nach dem K r ie q e  von 1866 , and which  
Ludwig W in d t h o r s t  p r a c t i c a l l y  f o l lo w e d .
A s ta tem ent  in th e  memoirs o f  P r in c e  Chlodwig von 
H o h e n lo h e - S c h i11i n g f U r s t  cannot be o v e r lo o k e d .  I t  i n d i c a t e s  
t h a t  a q u a r r e l  took  p la c e  between Bishop K e t t e l e r  and W ind­
t h o r s t  c o n c e rn in g  th e  t a c t i c s  which  were  to  be used in th e  
Rei chs taq  by th e  C e nte r  dur in g  t h e  C o n s t i t u t i o n a l  sess ions  
on r e l i g i o u s  freedom. W in d t h o r s t  wished to  make a " d e a l "  
w i t h  th e  C o n s e r v a t i v e s .  There  is  no e v idenc e  o f  any k ind  
o f  a " d e a l . "  The f o l l o w i n g  q u o t a t i o n  was e n te r e d  in P r in c e  
H o h e n lo h e 's  d i a r y  on A p r i l  30,  1871:
Among th e  C e n t r i s t s  K e t t e l e r  and W in d t h o r s t  have had 
a q u a r r e l  and th e  Bishop has l e f t .  I t  is  s a id  t h a t  
K e t t e l e r  accused W in d t h o rs t  t h a t  he was m isus ing  th e  
Church q u e s t io n  f o r  p o l i t i c a l  purposes.  W in d t h o r s t  
could  have answered th e  Bishop t h a t  he was us ing  h is  
e c c l e s i a s t i c a l  p o s i t i o n  f o r  p o l i t i c a l  ends ; w hether  
he d i d ,  I do not know. In any case K e t t e l e r  is
®®Windel1, op.  c i t . ,  2 8 4 -8 5 .
®^Bachem, op.  c i t . .  I l l ,  19;  c f .  C h a p t e r  I ,  p .  16.
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go n e - -a 1 s o  h is  lo ya l  s q u i r e ,  Lüwenstein ,  The e n t i r e  
p a r t y  is  annoyed t h a t  th e  a l l i a n c e  w i t h  the  c o n s e rv a ­
t i v e s  has f a i l e d .  Now new p lan s  w i l l  be mapped in 
s e c r e t . 70
Upon t h i s  undetermined b a s i s ,  which even P r in c e  
Hohenlohe gave s c a n ty  n o t i c e  to  in h is  d i a r y ,  F r i t z  V ig e n e r ,  
th e  most re c e n t  b io g ra p h e r  o f  Bishop K e t t e l e r ,  concludes  
t h a t  a deep h o s t i l i t y  developed between K e t t e l e r  and Wind­
t h o r s t .  To b o l s t e r  h is  a s s e r t i o n s  he uses arguments based 
upon a c t i v i t i e s  in th e  R e i c h s t a g . 7  ̂ The r e s u l t  is more 
scanty  than th e  remarks o f  P r in c e  Hohenlohe.  I t  produces  
n o th in g  more than t h a t  K e t t e l e r ,  im m ed ia te ly  a f t e r  th e  
R e ich s tag  p roc eed ings  o f  A p r i l  20,  1871,  l e f t  B e r l i n  f o r  
Mainz .  As Bishop o f  Mainz K e t t e l e r  had a burdensome t a s k  
to  which he added t h e  d u t i e s  o f  a Rei c hstaq  deputy .  In 
f a c t ,  a few months l a t e r  K e t t e l e r  re s igned  from th e  Rei ch - 
stag because o f  h is  many d u t i e s  as a b ishop .  T h e r e f o r e ,  
t h e r e  p r o b a b ly  w ere  o t h e r  reasons f o r  h is  r e tu r n  t o  Mainz  
than t h e  r e p o r te d  d isagreement  w i t h  W i n d t h o r s t . 7%
V ig e n e r  contends t h a t  K e t t e l e r  s u f f e r e d  a keen d i s ­
appointment  in th e  debate  c o n cern ing  th e  guaran tees  in th e  
c o n s t i t u t i o n  o f  t h e  Church 's  freedom o f  a c t i o n .  The Bishop  
b e l i e v e d  t h a t  a l l  good C a t h o l i c s  were bound in consc ience
^*^George W. C h ry s ta l  ( e d . ) ,  Memoi rs o f  P r in c e  Hohen­
lohe (2  v o l s . ;  New York: The Macmi 1 Ian Co. , 1 9 0 6 ) ,  iT 7 ~5 27
^ ^ V ig e n e r ,  o p . c i t . ,  640 f f .
^^Bachem, op.  c i t . ,  I l l ,  2 5 0 -5 6 .
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to  s t r i v e  f o r  t h i s  fundamental  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  g u a ra n t e e .  
W in d t h o r s t  was a more a b l e  p o l i t i c i a n  than K e t t e l e r  and 
t h e r e  was a b a s ic  d i f f e r e n c e  between t h e  two men in regard  
to  th e  p o l i t i c a l  means to  be used in o b t a i n i n g  t h i s  c o n s t i ­
t u t i o n a l  g u a r a n t e e .  T h is  b a s ic  d i f f e r e n c e  came to  a c l im a x  
toward th e  end o f  A p r i l .  W in d t h o r s t  w ished to  make a 
" p o l i t i c a l  d e a l "  w i t h  th e  c o n s e r v a t i v e s  and K e t t e l e r  opposed  
th i  s .
The q u e s t io n  is  t h i s :  Where does V ig e n e r  o b t a i n
h is  in fo r m a t io n ?  O ther  than h is  r e f e r e n c e  to  P r in c e  
H ohen lohe 's  memoirs he g iv e s  no o t h e r  sources f o r  h is  a r g u ­
ment than th e  R e ic h s ta g  p ro c e e d in g s .  I t  i s  e n t i r e l y  pos­
s i b l e  t h a t  t h e r e  was a b a s ic  d i f f e r e n c e  in t a c t i c s  between  
K e t t e l e r  and W i n d t h o r s t ,  but i t  does not  f o l l o w  t h a t  t h i s  
led to  a deep m isu n d e rs ta n d in g  between the  two men. The 
f o l l o w i n g  is  c e r t a i n  from th e  R e ich s ta g  p ro c e e d in g s .  K e t ­
t e l e r  fo l lo w e d  th e  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  m o t io n ,  which  was p r e ­
sented  by P e t e r  Rei c h e n s p e r g e r , w i t h  a speech in d e fense  
o f  the  motion and im m e d ia te ly  a f t e r  h is  speech l e f t  f o r  
M ainz .  He d id  not  remain f o r  Wi n d t h o r s t ' s speech which  
f o l l o w e d .  F u r th e rm o re ,  t h e r e  is  no b a s ic  d i f f e r e n c e  be­
tween th e se  t h r e e  speeches in d e fe n se  o f  th e  m o t io n .  To 
conclude  t h a t  K e t t e l e r  l e f t  b e f o r e  W i n d t h o r s t ' s speech be­
cause he was angry  is  an assumpt ion .
7^lbid.
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I t  is  a bo ld  f a c t  t h a t  P r in c e  Hohenlohe was an o u t ­
spoken fo e  o f  th e  C e n te r  P a r t y  and i t s  l e a d e r s h i p .  He was
not on f r i e n d l y  terms w i t h  e i t h e r  K e t t e l e r  o r  W i n d t h o r s t .  
N oth ing  cou ld  have p le a s e d  him more than to  s p l i t  t h e  C e n te r  
and rumors were p r o b a b ly  c i r c u l a t e d  among p o l i t i c i a n s  th e n ,  
as they  a r e  to d a y ,  in o r d e r  t o  o b t a i n  a p o l i t i c a l  a d v a n ta g e .
I t  is  p o s s i b l e  t h a t  K e t t e l e r  and W in d t h o r s t  d id  not
a lways a g re e  on e v e r y t h i n g .  The two men had t h e  same ty p e
o f  temperament and w ere  o p i n i o n a t e d .  Both b e l i e v e d  in
p o l i t i c a l  compromise. K e t t e l e r  suggested t h i s  to  C a t h o l i c s
in h is  book on a program f o r  German C a t h o l i c s ; ^ ^  W in d t h o r s t
f r e q u e n t l y  used i t .  in p u b l i c ,  a t  l e a s t ,  both men a lways
re co g n ize d  each o t h e r ' s  a b i l i t i e s  and p r a i s e d  each o t h e r ' s
s u c c e s s e s . B a c h e m  concludes  h is  account o f  t h i s  e p is o d e :
I can o n l y  say t h a t ,  e xc e p t  f o r  Hohenlohe and von 
N ip p o ld ,  I have n e ve r  heard o f  a deep m is u n d e r s ta n d ­
ing between K e t t e l e r  and W i n d t h o r s t . / o
Concerning t h e  b e g in n in g  o f  th e  n ex t  sess ion  o f  th e  
R e ic h s ta g  on October  16,  1871,  V ig e n e r  makes th e  f o l l o w i n g  
remark: " K e t t e l e r ,  r e c o n c i l e d  w i t h  W i n d t h o r s t ,  f i r m l y  stood
in l i n e  w i t h  th e  C e n te r  P a r t y . "77 V ig e n e r  a g a in  f a i l s  to  
c i t e  a source  f o r  th e  f a c t  o f  r e c o n c i l i a t i o n ,  s in c e  recon-
^^D ie  K a t h o l i k e n  im Deutschen R e i c h e . 73.
7^Bachem, op. c i t . ,  I l l ,  202 .
7 ^ l b i d . . 203.
77 V i g e n e r ,  o p . c i t . ,  65 9 .
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d i l a t i o n  was i m p o r ta n t ,  i f  th e  argument between K e t t e l e r  
and W in d t h o r s t  had caused a deep s p l i t .  Bachem s t a t e s  t h a t  
in h is  i n v e s t i g a t i o n  o f  t h i s  s o - c a l l e d  s p l i t  he d id  not  
d is c o v e r  any ev idenc e  o f  a q u a r r e l  o r  o f  a r e c o n c i l i a t i o n .  
Bachem argues t h a t  i f  t h e r e  was a s e c r e t  q u a r r e l  o f  any 
s e r io u s  consequence,  t h e r e  should be e v id e n c e  o f  o t h e r  
C e n t r i s t s  a t t e m p t in g  r e c o n c i l i a t i o n  o r  e v id en ce  o f  some 
k ind  t h a t  K e t t e l e r  o r  W in d t h o r s t  a t te m p te d  r e c o n c i l i a t i o n . ^ ®
K e t t e l e r ' s  A s s is t a n c e  to  th e  C ente r  
From th e  fo u n d a t io n  o f  th e  C e nte r  p a r t y  to  h is  
death  in 1877,  Bishop K e t t e l e r  supported  th e  C e n t r i s t s  in 
h is  speeches and in h is  w r i t i n g s . T h e  Bishop a c t i v e l y  
p a r t i c i p a t e d  in th e  C e n te r  p a r t y  o n ly  f o r  a s h o r t  t im e ,  
w h i l e  he was a member o f  th e  R e i c h s t a g . Both h is  b r o t h e r ,  
W i l d e r i c h ,  and he w ere  c h a r t e r  members o f  t h e  p a r t y .  L a te r  
K e t t e l e r  w r o t e ;  " I  became a member o f  th e  C e n te r  P a r t y  as 
soon as I a r r i v e d  in B e r l i n  as a member o f  th e  R e i c h s t a g .
He was e s p e c i a l l y  a c t i v e  d u r in g  the  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  sess ions  
o f  th e  R e i c h s t a g . When the  C ente r  p a r t y  was a t t a c k e d  a f t e r  
th e  f i r s t  V a t ic a n  Counci l  as a p a r t  o f  an i n t e r n a t i o n a l  
c o n s p i r a c y ,  he defended the  p a r t y  in th e  R e ic h s ta g  and 
among German f e d e r a l  o f f i c i a l s .
78 Cf .  Chapter  I , p.  kk.
80
^^Bachem, op.  c i t . ,  I l l ,  277.
P f U l f ,  op . ci  t , ,-~tI I , 147.
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The b a s ic  t e n e t s  o f  th e  C e n t e r ,  shown in t h e i r  p r o ­
grams, e s s e n t i a l l y  f o l lo w e d  the  s o c i a l  and p o l i t i c a l  ideas  
o f  th e  Bishop,  V ig en e r  s t a t e s  t h a t  Bishop K e t t e l e r  was 
p e r s o n a l l y  in v o lv e d  in th e  p r e p a r a t i o n  o f  th e  fo u n d a t io n  
o f  th e  C ente r  p a r t y . Between 1848 and 1870 K e t t e l e r  
discussed  and, a t  t im e s ,  encouraged t h e  f o rm a t io n  o f  a 
C a t h o l i c  p o l i t i c a l  p a r t y .  B e fo re  the  i m p e r ia l  e l e c t i o n s  
o f  l a t e  1870 he became p o l i t i c a l l y  a c t i v e  and t h e  fo c a l  
p o i n t  o f  C a t h o l i c  p o l i t i c a l  a c t i v i t y .  S ince  K e t t e l e r  was 
one o f  th e  le a d e rs  and founders  o f  t h e  Fulda Conference  
o f  German Bishops ,  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  eve n ts  seem f a c t u a l  and 
a g a in  emphasize h is  r o l e  as th e  C a t h o l i c  p o l i t i c a l  le a d e r  
o f  Germany, C o n s ta n t in  B u l l e  r e v e a ls  th e  f o l l o w i n g  f a c t :
A l l  c a n d id a te s  [ b e f o r e  th e  e l e c t i o n s  o f  1870] who 
wished to  have t h e  support  o f  t h e  c l e r g y ,  had to  
send a w r i t t e n  d e c l a r a t i o n  to  Bishop K e t t e l e r  o f  
Mainz t h a t  they  would  j o i n  th e  C e n te r  P a r t y  when i t
was o r g a n iz e d ,
E v i d e n t l y  th e  Fulda Conference  o f  German Bishops a p p o in te d  
him as a chairman o f  a p o l i t i c a l  commit tee .  The appoin tm ent  
o f  a commit tee  by a p r e s i d e n t  o f  a C a t h o l i c  b i s h o p 's  t e r r i ­
t o r i a l  c o n f e r e n c e ,  upon p r i v a t e  c o n s u l t a t i o n  w i t h  a m a j o r i t y  
o f  th e  members, is  o f t e n  done and would not  n e c e s s a r i l y  
appear  in the  minutes  o f  th e  meet ings  o r  in p r i v a t e  c o r r e ­
spondence.
Vigener ,  o p , ci t , , 616
"Constantin  B u l l e ,  Gesc 
1815-85 ( B e r l i n :  Simion V e r l a g ,  1 8 8 8 ) ,  T8T
Qo
t s c h ic h te  der  neuesten Z e i t ,
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M a r t i n  Spahn concurs w i t h  t h i s  idea:
Through a c i r c u l a r  l e t t e r  encouragement was g iv en  to  
t h e  e l e c t i o n  o f  C a t h o l i c  d e p u t ie s  to  th e  P russ ia n  
P a r l i a m e n t  and to  th e  R e i c h s t a g . Bishop K e t t e l e r  
in t h i s  c i r c u l a r  e x p l a i n e d  p r e p a r a t i o n s  to  o r g a n i z e  
a C a t h o l i c  p a r t y  in o r d e r  to  promote th e  a d o p t io n  
o f  th e  P russ ia n  C o n s t i t u t i o n  co n ce rn in g  th e  g u a ran tee s  
o f  th e  r i g h t s  o f  th e  Church i n t o  th e  Im p e r ia l  C o n s t i ­
t u t i o n  . °3
T h is  s ta te m e n t  g iv es  f u r t h e r  e v id e n c e  t h a t  K e t t e l e r  was 
a p p o in te d  in some c a p a c i t y  as a p o l i t i c a l  chairman by th e  
Fulda Conferenc e  o f  German B ishops ,  s in c e  a b ishop  o f  th e  
C a t h o l i c  Church cannot i s s u e  a g en era l  c i r c u l a r  l e t t e r  o u t ­
s id e  o f  h is  own d io c e s e  w i t h o u t  th e  p e rm is s io n  o f  t h e  o t h e r  
bi shops .
K e t t e l e r ' s  Defense o f  t h e  C en te r
One o f  th e  f i n a l  a c t i v i t i e s  which th e  Bishop o f  Mainz  
per fo rm ed  f o r  th e  C e n te r  p a r t y  was t o  defend  i t  from e x t e r n a l  
a t t a c k s .  The p r i n c i p a l  charge  a g a i n s t  th e  C e n t r i s t s  was 
t h a t  i t  was a C a t h o l i c  p a r t y  and, t h e r e f o r e ,  to o k  i t s  o rd e rs  
d i r e c t l y  from Rome, In i t s  o r g a n i z a t i o n a l  m eet in g s  th e  mem­
bers  d iscu ss ed  means in o r d e r  to  p r e v e n t  t h i s  c h a rg e .  I t  
was f o r  t h i s  reason t h a t  th e y  chose t h e  name, C e n t e r .  A g a in s t  
t h e  c harge  t h a t  th e  C en te r  r e c e iv e d  i t s  d i r e c t i o n s  from Rome, 
K e t t e l e r  w r o t e  a c l e a r  and l o g i c a l  d e n i a l  in th e  i n t r o d u c ­
t i o n  o f  D ie  Z e n t r u m s f r a k t i o n  a u f  dem e r s t e n  deutschen R e i c h - 
s t a q e . He w r o t e  t h a t  Rome had o n l y  the  r i g h t  to  dominate
^ ^ M a r t in  Spahn, Das d eu tsche  Zentrum (2  v o l s , ;
M a inz :  K i rc h h e im  V e r l a g l  1 9 0 6 - 1 9 0 7 ) ,  I ,  43 ,
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C a t h o l i c s  in f a i t h  and m o r a ls ,  in r e l i g i o u s  b e l i e f s ,  " I n  
a l l  o t h e r  i t e m s , "  he w r o t e ,  " e v e r y  C a t h o l i c  has th e  r i g h t  
o f  th e  f u l l e s t  independence,"®^ I n t e r f e r e n c e  by the  C a tho­
l i c  Church in t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  c i t i z e n ' s  p o l i t i c a l  freedom  
was c o n t r a r y  to th e  C hu rch 's  v e r y  n a t u r e  and d id  not belong  
to  t h e  l i f e  o f  t h e  Church,
In a speech to  th e  R e ic h s ta g  Bishop K e t t e l e r  e x ­
c la im e d  to  those  d e p u t i e s  who accused th e  C e n te r  o f  u l t r a ­
montanisme " ,  , , you look  a t  us w i t h  f a l s e  g la ss e s  and 
deduce t h a t  we a r e  as we a r e  not and as you t h i n k  us to  
be,"®^ In an e a r l i e r  speech he s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e  o n l y  t h i n g  
t h a t  th e  C e n t r i s t s  r e a l l y  stood f o r  was " f o r  t h e  freedom  
o f  t h e  p e o p le  but a g u a ra n tee d  freedom, a j u s t  and t r u e  
freedom,
The o p p o s i t i o n  i n s i n u a t e d  t h a t ,  in r e a l i t y ,  th e
C e n te r  p a r t y  worked a g a i n s t  the  German Empire ,  To t h i s
a c c u s a t io n  t h e  Bishop o f  Ma inz  r e p l i e d :
I have t h i s  f i r m  c o n v i c t i o n  t h a t  t h e r e  is  no p a r t y  
h e r e ,  which is  a g a i n s t  t h e  Empire ,  There  is  no 
p a r t y  which does no t  w ish  t h a t  th e  Empire w i l l  b e ­
come s t r o n g  and p o w e r f u l .  A f t e r  a p u b l i c  defama­
t i o n ,  which I have h e ard ,  i t  i s  s t i l l  my o p in io n  
t h a t  t h e r e  is  no p a r t y  which  d e s i r e s  to  c o n t r o l  th e  
Empire  o r  to  weaken i m p e r i a l  i n s t i t u t i o n s , °7
®^Ci ted  w o rk ,  2,
^^Verhandlunqen des deutschen R e i c h s t a q e s , 4 ,  480 ,
® 6 | b i d , , 112,
87 I b i d , ,  4 8 1 ,
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Bishop K e t t e l e r  defended th e  C e n te r  p a r t y  in p r i v a t e  
as w e l l  as in p u b l i c .  When t h e  dogma o f  Papal i n f a l l i b i l i t y  
was promulgated  and when a c c u s a t io n s  w ere  made o f  an i n t e r ­
n a t i o n a l  C a t h o l i c  c o n s p i r a c y  a g a i n s t  P r u s s i a ,  Bishop K e t t e l e r  
had a p r i v a t e  c o n fe re n c e  w i t h  C h a n c e l lo r  Bismark and a p r i ­
v a t e  aud ience  w i t h  Emperor W i l l i a m  1 .8 8  (n both in s tan ce s  
he a t te m p te d  to  c l a r i f y  th e  dogma and to  prove  t h a t  no 
C a t h o l i c  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  c o n s p i r a c y  e x i s t e d , 88
C o n c lu s io n ^ Q
Bishop K e t t e l e r  was t h e  l e a d e r  o f  C a t h o l i c i s m  in 
Germany from 1848 to  1877 and has i n f l u e n c e d  C a t h o l i c  s o c i a l  
and p o l i t i c a l  i d e a l s  to  th e  p r e s e n t .  In a c t u a l  p o l i t i c a l  
a c t i v i t y  w i t h i n  th e  C e n te r  p a r t y  he to o k  v e ry  l i t t l e  p a r t  
and o n ly  f o r  a s h o r t  d u r a t i o n .  However, K e t t e l e r  p re p a re d  
t h e  way f o r  th e  C e n te r  p a r t y  in h is  p o l i t i c a l  and s o c i a l  
p h i lo s o p h y ,  which he a p t l y  p rom ulga ted  to  German C a t h o l i c s ,  
and u t i l i z e d  h is  p o s i t i o n  in th e  Fulda Conference  o f  German 
Bishops to  pave th e  way f o r  th e  C e n t r i s t s ,  The C e n te r  
p a r t y ' s  s o c i a l  p h i lo s o p h y  f o l lo w e d  Bishop K e t t e l e r ' s  s o c i a l  
system. By h is  de fe nse  o f  th e  C e n te r  p a r t y  he g r e a t l y  en-
®®Cf. Chapter  I .
88Ludwig P a s t o r ,  August R e ich e n s p e rg er  (2  v o l s . ;  
F re ib u rg  im B re isg a u :  H e rd is c h e  Buchhandlung, 1 9 0 4 ) ,  49
f f , ;  based upon th e  d i a r y  o f  August R e ic h e n s p e rg e r .
8 0 w i n d e l l ,  op.  c i t . ,  2 8 0 - 8 7 ;  Mann, op.  c i t . ,  415 ;  
Bachem, o p . c i t . .  V o ls .  I ,  I I ,  and I I I .
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hanced the  r e p u t a t i o n  o f  the  p a r t y  among C a t h o l i c s  and 
P r o t e s t a n t s  a l i k e .  Because o f  t h i s  th e  C enter  p a r t y  o f  
Germany was K e t t e l e r ' s  p a r t y ,  f o r  he made i t s  e x i s t e n c e  
e a s i e r ,  he a s s i s t e d  in i t s  successes,  and he gave i t  
v i t a l i t y .
CHAPTER VI 
CONCLUSIONS
There  was n o th in g  s p e c t a c u l a r  in th e  l i f e  o f  
W i lh e lm  von K e t t e l e r ,  th e  Bishop o f  M a in z .  I t  was an 
o r d i n a r y  l i f e  f i l l e d  w i t h  c o n v i c t i o n ,  d e t e r m i n a t i o n ,  love  
o f  Germany, lov e  o f  th e  poo r ,  and th e  s p i r i t  o f  th e  Gospels .  
The c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  which d i f f e r e n t i a t e d  him was t h e  t r e ­
mendous energy  w i t h  which th e  Bishop w orked ,  as w e l l  as 
h is  deep i n s i g h t  i n t o  th e  n a t u r e  o f  modern s o c i e t y  and i t s  
i l l s .  T h is  u n d e rs ta n d in g  and h is  s p i r i t  o f  i n i t i a t i v e  made 
Bishop K e t t e l e r  an o u t s t a n d i n g  C a t h o l i c  l e a d e r .
Bishop K e t t e l e r  was not  a v e r s e  to  many o f  th e  ideas  
o f  L i b e r a l i s m ,  such as c o n s t i t u t i o n a l i s m ,  u n i v e r s a l  manhood 
s u f f r a g e ,  th e  b a s ic  p o l i t i c a l  freedoms and t h e  p r o t e c t i o n  
o f  th e  b a s ic  r i g h t s  o f  man. He opposed L i b e r a l i s m ' s  t e n e t s  
o f  com ple te  s e c u l a r i z a t i o n  o f  e d u c a t i o n ,  m a r r i a g e ,  and th e  
c o m p le te  s e p a r a t io n  o f  Church and s t a t e .  On t h i s  l a s t  con­
c e p t  K e t t e l e r  emphasized le g a l  sa feg u a rd s  in o r d e r  t h a t  th e  
Church might f u n c t i o n  e f f i c i e n t l y  and possess th e  l e g a l  
p o s i t i o n  which th e  s t a t e  should g iv e  to  any w o r t h w h i l e  i n ­
s t i t u t i o n  o f  s o c i e t y .
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K e t t e l e r  d id  not b e l i e v e  in th e  premises o f  th e  
L i b e r a l i s m  o f  h is  e r a .  He was, however,  a p r o g r e s s iv e  in 
so f a r  as he promoted th e  exchange o f  ideas in p u b l i c  d i s ­
c u s s io n .  The Bishop o f  Mainz h e ld  t h a t  a l l  p o l i t i c a l  groups 
in a s o c i e t y  should  f o s t e r  th e  common w e l f a r e .  He looked  
upon L i b e r a l i s m  as n o th in g  more than a s u b s t i t u t i o n  o f  th e  
m id d le  c l a s s  f o r  th e  n o b i l i t y  as a b s o l u t e  r u l e r s .  For K e t ­
t e l e r  no s i n g l e  group should dominate  th e  p o l i t i c a l  scene,  
but a l l  groups should c o o p e ra te  f o r  th e  w e l f a r e  o f  a l l .
C o o p e ra t io n  and p a t r i o t i s m  w ere  K e t t e l e r ' s  w a t c h ­
words f o r  e v e ry  German w he ther  o f  royal  b lood o r  n o t .  H is  
p a t r i o t i s m ,  which he d e s i r e d  e v e ry  German C a t h o l i c  to  emu­
l a t e ,  was f r e q u e n t l y  expressed by such phrases as : " t r u e
sons o f  t h e  F a t h e r la n d " ;  "a u n i t e d ,  g r e a t ,  s t ro n g  and 
g l o r i o u s  Germany"; " t h e  s p i r i t  o f  th e  German p e o p le " ;  and 
" n o b le  Germans," His  p a t r i o t i s m  was o f  th e  deepest k in d ;  
he w r o t e  t h a t  a f t e r  h is  C a t h o l i c  f a i t h  Germany had h is  
d eepest  a f f i 1i a t i o n  and t h a t  he would s a c r i  f i c e  a l l  o f  h is  
persona l  accompl ishments f o r  h is  c o u n t r y ' s  w e l f a r e .
Bishop K e t t e l e r ' s  id e a l  was a c o m p le t e ly  u n i f i e d  
Germany which  in c lu d e d  a l l  German p e o p le .  I f  Germany 
co u ld  o n l y  become u n i t e d ,  a l th o u g h  o n ly  p a r t i a l l y ,  under  
P russ ian  dominance,  then he would s t i l l  remain a most lo y a l  
s u b j e c t .  He advocated  c lo s e  c u l t u r a l  and p o l i t i c a l  t i e s  
w i t h  A u s t r i a  and Germans o u t s i d e  o f  th e  second R e i c h , A l ­
though he d e s i r e d  u n i t y  o f  any t y p e ,  K e t t e l e r  opposed
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a b s o lu t is m  o f  any k in d  and c o n t i n u a l l y  s t r o v e  f o r  freedom  
and th e  sa feguards  o f  freedom. He was concerned about  
th e  i n d i v i d u a l  w e l f a r e  and freedom o f  each and e v e ry  German, 
I f  any a c c u s a t io n  may be made a g a i n s t  K e t t e l e r ' s  n a t i o n a l ­
ism, i t  would be h is  overemphasis  upon th e  love o f  c o u n t ry  
and the  p a t r i o t i s m ,  which he w ished e v e r y  German to have,  
K e t t e l e r  l e f t  many th in g s  unsa id  in h is  e x p o s i t i o n  
o f  th e  s o c i a l  problems o f  h is  e r a ,  but he wished to  awaken 
Germans, e s p e c i a l l y  C a t h o l i c s ,  to  th e  m a jo r  i l l s  o f  c a p i t a l ­
ism, T h e r e f o r e ,  he emphasized th e  b a s ic  concepts  and d e a l t  
w i t h  th e  more im p o r ta n t  problems which then c o n f r o n te d  G er ­
many in the  b e g in n in g  o f  i t s  i n d u s t r i a l i z a t i o n .  Among G er -  
m a n -C a th o l ic s  th e  Bishop p o p u l a r i z e d  th e  T h o m is t ic  arguments  
f o r  the  r i g h t  o f  p r i v a t e  p r o p e r t y ,  s o c i a l  j u s t i c e ,  and th e  
r i g h t s  o f  t h e  w o r k in g c la s s  and r e i t e r a t e d  t h a t  t h e  C h r i s t i a n  
f a m i l y  was t h e  c o r n e r s t o n e  o f  a C h r i s t i a n  s o c i e t y .  He l a i d  
down the  broad C h r i s t i a n  p r i n c i p l e s  o f  th e  i n f i n i t e  v a l u e  
o f  th e  human p e r s o n a l i t y  and th e  h igh  v a l u e  o f  j u s t i c e  and 
c h a r i t y  in human r e l a t i o n s .  Accord ing  to  K e t t e l e r ,  i f  thes e  
p r i n c i p l e s  were  a p p l i e d  to  s o c i e t y ,  i t  would e v e n t u a l l y  
p ro g re ss  f o r  the  w e l f a r e  o f  a l l .
In a more p r a c t i c a l  manner K e t t e l e r  c a l l e d  f o r  co ­
o p e r a t i v e s ,  t r a d e  u n io n s ,  a j u s t  wage, s h o r t e r  work  hours ,  
and a law which p r o h i b i t e d  work on Sundays,  He was a 
h u m a n i ta r ia n  in seek in g  l e g i s l a t i o n  a g a i n s t  women and 
c h i l d r e n  f a c t o r y  w o rk e rs .  The Bishop was somewhat o f  an
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i d e a l i s t  in so f a r  as h is  o b j e c t i v e  was a s o c i e t y  in which  
most o f  th e  peop le  had an o p p o r t u n i t y  f o r  happiness and 
in which th e  needs o f  th e  m a j o r i t y  w ere  s a t i s f i e d .
The means which he proposed to  o b t a in  th e s e  d e s i r e d  
ends s lo w ly  evo lved  d u r in g  K e t t e l e r ' s  l i f e t i m e .  In th e  
e a r l y  p a r t  o f  h is  c a r e e r  he a dvoc a ted  mere e d u c a t io n  in 
o r d e r  to  renew s o c i e t y .  Then he e l i c i t e d  th e  Church as 
th e  v e h i c l e .  W i th o u t  dropp ing  both p re v io u s  means, K e t ­
t e l e r  added th e  idea  o f  p o l i t i c a l  p r e s s u r e  on th e  g o v ern ­
ment f o r  a c t i o n  by th e  s t a t e  to  d i r e c t  re fo rm s.  The means 
proposed In t h i s  f i n a l  s ta g e  o f  deve lopment  is  shown by 
K e t t e l e r ' s  a c t i v i t i e s  in th e  C e n te r  p a r t y  and h is  i n f l u e n c e  
upon t h a t  p o l i t i c a l  group in i t s  s o c i a l  p h i lo s o p h y .
The s o c i a l  p h i lo s o p h y  o f  Bishop K e t t e l e r  a t  th e  
t im e  o f  i t s  p ro m u lg a t io n  was something new f o r  C a t h o l i c s ,  
Because o f  th e  e f f o r t s  o f  Popes Leo X I I I  and Pius  XI h is  
b a s ic  ideas w ere  prom ulga ted  th rough out  th e  C a t h o l i c  w o r l d .  
T h is  f a c t  a t  t imes  overshadows t h e  i n f l u e n c e  o f  K e t t e l e r  
in th e  development o f  modern C a t h o l i c  s o c io lo g y .  Th is  
much cannot be d e n ie d :  t h e  Bishop began something new in
s o c i a l - p o 1i t i c s  in Germany!^ I f  he had done n o t h in g  more 
than awaken German C a t h o l i c s  to  th e  s o c ia l  problems and 
t h e i r  du ty  to  a s s i s t  in t h e i r  s o l u t i o n ,  K e t t e l e r  wou-ld s t i l l  
remain one o f  th e  o u t s t a n d i n g  German C a t h o l i c  le a d e rs  o f
^Mann,  op ,  c i  t , , 4 1 7 .
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t h e  n i n e t e e n t h  c e n t u r y .  K e t t e l e r  was f i l l e d  w i t h  a persona l  
love o f  mankind,  e s p e c i a l l y  th e  workingman and t h i s  he 
passed on to  those  C a t h o l i c s  who came in c o n t a c t  w i t h  him 
e i t h e r  th rough h is  works o r  a c t i v i t i e s .
At  no t im e  d id  Bishop K e t t e l e r  m a in t a i n  t h a t  h is  
p o s i t i o n  was t h e  o n l y  c o r r e c t  one in p o l i t i c s  o r  in s o c i o l o ­
gy. As long as th e  p o s i t i o n  o f  anyone was in c o n f o r m i t y  
w i t h  th e  fundamenta l  p r i n c i p l e s  o f  C h r i s t i a n i t y ,  th e  recom­
mendat ions  m ight  be more c o r r e c t  than h i s .  Above a l l  th e  
Bishop b e l i e v e d  in p o l i t i c a l  a c t i o n  to  defend j u s t i c e ,  
r i g h t s ,  th e  common w e l f a r e ,  and C h r i s t i a n i t y ,  e s p e c i a l l y  
Roman C a t h o l i c i s m .  In o r d e r  to  accom pl ish  th e s e  ends he 
encouraged competent  C a t h o l i c  laymen to  e n t e r  p o l i t i c s .
Bishop K e t t e l e r  was th e  l e a d e r  o f  C a t h o l i c i s m  in 
Germany from 1848 to  1877 and has i n f l u e n c e d  C a t h o l i c  p o l i t i ­
ca l  and s o c i a l  p o l i c i e s  in Germany to  th e  p r e s e n t .  In a c t u a l  
p o l i t i c a l  a c t i v i t y  w i t h i n  th e  C e n te r  p a r t y  he to o k  v e r y  l i t ­
t l e  p a r t  and then o n l y  f o r  s h o r t  d u r a t i o n .  However,  K e t t e l e r  
p re p are d  th e  way f o r  th e  C e n te r  p a r t y  in h is  s o c i a l  and 
p o l i t i c a l  p h i lo s o p h y ,  wh ich  he a p t l y  p rom ulga ted  to  German 
C a t h o l i c s ,  and used h is  p o s i t i o n  w i t h i n  th e  Fulda C onference  
o f  German Bishops a c t i v e l y  to  pave th e  way f o r  th e  C e n t r i s t s .  
By h is  d e fen se  o f  th e  C e n te r  p a r t y  he g r e a t l y  enhanced th e  
r e p u t a t i o n  o f  t h e  p a r t y  among C a t h o l i c s  and P r o t e s t a n t s  a l i k e .  
The C e n te r  p a r t y ' s  s o c i a l  p l a t f o r m  was e s s e n t i a l l y  taken  
from Bishop K e t t e l e r ' s  th o u g h t .  Because o f  t h i s  i t  may be
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sa id  t h a t  th e  C enter  p a r t y  o f  Germany was K e t t e l e r ' s  p a r t y ,  
f o r  he made i t s  e x i s t e n c e  e a s i e r ,  he made i t s  successes  
p o s s i b l e ,  and he gave i t  v i t a l i t y . ^
^ W i n d e l l ,  o p . c i t . ,  2 7 0 - 8 5 ;  Bachem, o p . c i t . ,  I and
I I .
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_, D ie  Aufgabe des k a t h o l i  schen T e i l s  deutschen
N a t io n  in der  Gegenwart o d er  der  k a t h o l i s c h e  V e re in  
D e u ts c h la n d s . Regensburg: P u s t e t  V e r l a g ,  1851.
Col l e c t i o  L a c e n s is :  A c ta  e t  D é c ré ta  Sacrorum C o n c i 1io ru m .
7 v o l s .  F r e ib u r g  im Brei  sgau: Herdi  sche Buch-
handlung,  1870-90 .
E r r i n n e r u n g s b l ë t t e r  an F r e i h e r r  Re inhard  von Dalwigh zu 
L i c h t e n f e l s , M a inz :  V e r la g  von K i rc h h e im ,  1861,
E r r in n eru n g e n  von Georg von H e r t l i n g . Munich: V e r la g  von
J o s e f  K t i s e l , 1919.
E r r in n eru n g e n  von F u e rs t  Chlodwig von Hohen lohe . E n g l is h  
t r a n s ,  by George W. C h r y s t a l .  M em oirs"o f  P r in e e  
Hohenlohe,  2 v o l s .  New York:  The Macmi1 Ian C o , ,
E r r in n eru n g e n  Herzog von Paul N a th a n , Bamberger,  Ludwig,  
ed. B e r l i n :  V e r la g  von S imion,  1899.
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F r i e d e r i c h ,  Johann. Documenta ad i l l u s t r a n d u m  C o n c i l iu m
Vat icanum anni 1 8 7 0 . N o e r d 1i n g e n : C, H . Becki  sche
BucbhaW4ting, 1871.
H e i n r i c h ,  J.  B. T r a u e r r e d e  bei  der  B e s ta t tu n g  des h o c h s e l i -  
qen B is chofs  W i lh e lm  Emmanuel F r e i h e r r  von K e t t e l e r ,  
q e h a l t e n  am lB J u l i  im Dome zu MainzT Mai n z :
V e r l a g  von Franz K i rc h h e im ,  1877.
K e t t e l e r ,  W i lh e lm  Emmanuel F r e i h e r r  von. Das A l lq e m e in e  
C o n c i 1 und s e in e  Bedeutunq fU r  unser  Z e i t T Mainz  : 
V e r l a g  von K i rc h h e im ,  1869.
"Mai n -Bei  tunc " und der  Kammer zu D a r m s t a d t - - z u r
Be leuchtun q  de r  neusten Kampfswei se gegen d i e
ischen M anner . 2nd ed.  Mai n z : Franz K i rc h n e im
V e r l a g ,  1869,
, D ie  Anschauunqen des K u l t u r m i n i  s t e r s  Herrn  Dr.  
"F a l k  Uber d i e  k a t h o l i s c h e  K Î rche  nach dessen Rede 
von 10 Dezember 1873.  Ma inz  : V e r la g  von K i rc h h e im ,
_. D ie  A r b e i t e r f r a g e  und das C h r i s t e n t u m s . 1st  ed.  
"Mai n z : V e r la g  von K i r c h h e im ,  1864.  3 rd  ed.  M a inz :
V e r l a g  von K i rc h h e im ,  1864.
D ie  A rb e i te rb ew e q u n q  und S treben  in V e r h ë i t n i s  
"zu R e l i g i o n  und S i t t l i c h k e i t . Ma 1n z : Franz K i r c h ­
heim V e r l a g ,  I 8 6 9 .
_. Der Bruch des r e l i g i o e s  F r ied en s  und d e r  e i n z i g e  
"Weg zu s e i n e r  W i e d e r h e r s t e l  Iun"^ M a inz :  V e r l a g
von K i rc h h e im ,  1875.
Deutsch land  nach dem Kr i  ege von 1866 . M a in z :  
" V e r la g  von K i rc h h e im ,  1867.
E rk lb rungen  in Bet r e f f  des C o n c i I s . M a inz :
"F ranz  K i rch h e im  V e r l a g ,  1870.
F r e i h e i t j  A u th o r i  t ë t  und K i r c h e . M a in z :  V e r la g
"von Franz K i rc h h e im ,  1862.
D ie  Gefahren der  neuen Schu1gesetzqebung fU r  
" d i e  r e i i g l b s s i  t t 1ic h e  E rz ie h u n g  der  K in d e r  in den 
V o lk s s c h u le n ,  e in  Wort  d e r  Be lehrung und Ermahnunq 
an d i e  El t e r n . Ma inz:  V e r la g  von K i rc h h e im ,  T87d .
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D ie  grosser! s o z i a l e n  Fragen der  G eg en w ar t . Mainz  
"V er la g  von Franz Ki rchheim,  IÜ49.
( t r a n s . ) ,  G u l ie lm u s  B e r a ld u s ,  D ie  P f l i c h t e n  des 
"Adels:  E ine~$timme aus den Tagen des h e i ' l iq e n
Thomas von A qu in ,  Ma ! n z : Franz K i rc h h e im  V e r l a g , 
1868. ....
1st das Gese tz  das d f f e n t l i c h e  Gewissen? F ra nk-  
" f o r t  on t h e  Main : V e r l a g  f u e r  Kunst und Wessenschaft
G. Hamacher,  1865.  2nd e d . , 1866.
D ie  J e s u i t e n  in Mainz und d i e  Beschwerde des 
"Gemeinderates bei  den hohen Stëndes gegen deren
A u f e r h a 1t  in d e r  P fa r rw a h lu n q  zu S t .  C h r i s t o p h . 
M ain z :  Franz  Ki rchheim,  1864.
_. Kann e in  J e s u i t  von seinem Orderem in e i n e r  
"SUnde v e r p f 1i c h t e t e  werden? Mainz : V e r l a g  von 
Ki rchheim,  1874.
Kann e in  C h r i s t  F re im a u re r  sein? A n tw o r t  an den 
"Herrn Dr .  Rudolph SendeTl Mai n z : V e r l a g  von Franz
Ki rchheim,  1865.
D ie  k a t h o l i s c h e  K i r c h e  und Forderungen der  
" J e t z t z e i  t . Cologne: V e r l a g  von L e n g f e l d ,  T8’49 .
Der Kampf gegen d i e  K i r c h e . M a in z :  Franz
"Ki rchheim ,  1872.
_. D ie  k a t h o l i k e n  im deutsche  R e iche :  EntwUrf  zu
"ei nem p o 1i t i  schen Programm. Mai n z : V e r la g  von 
Franz K i r c h h e im ,  18737
D ie  Ku1 t u rkampf gegen d i e  k a t h o l is c h e n  K i r c h e  
"und d i e  neuen K i r c h e n - q e s e t z - W U r f e  fU r  Hessen. 
M a in z :  V e r la g  von Franz K i rc h h e im ,  1874.
_. L i b e r a l i s m u s . S o c ia l is m u s  und Chri  s te n tu m .
"Mai n z : V e r l a g  von K i rc h h e im ,  1871.
_. L e ic h e n re d e  gesprochen am Grabe d e r  18 September  
"zu F r a n k f u r t  a M. gewal tsam Ermorder ten  und d er  im 
Kampfe gegen d i e  A u f s t ë n d i schen q e f a l l e n . Lei pz i  g : 
Hermann Fr i  t s c h e ,  1848.
D ie  modern T e n d e z - W i s s e n s c h a f t : B e l e u c h t e t  am
"Exempel des Herrn  P r o f e s s o r  Dr .  Emil  F r i e d b e r q .
Ma i n z : Franz  Ki rchheim, 1873.
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P f l i c h t e n  d e r  E l t e r n  und des E l te r n h a u s e s  u n t e r  
dem mode men Schu 1 verhH I tn I ssen~ Ma i nz ; Franz  
Ki rchheim, TETT.
D ie  p re u s is c h en  Gesetzenwuer  Uber d i e  S t e l l u n q  
der  K i r c h e  zum S t a a t ,  M a in z :  V e r la g  von K i rc h h e im .
W T .------------------------------
Das Recht d e r  Pom K a p i t e l  und das Veto der  
Regierungen bei  B i schofswëhlen in p reu ss is ch e n  und 
o b e r r h e in is c h e n  K i r c h e n p r o v i n z .  M a inz :  Franz
Ki rchheim, 1868.
Das Recht und das R e c h ts ch u tz  der  k a t h o l is c h e n  
K ir c h e  in Deutsch land  m i t  besonder RUcksicht a u f  
d i e  Forderungen des o b e r r h e i n i s c h e n  E p isko p a tes  und 
der  gegenwaert igen  k i ' r c h l i c h e n  C o n f l i c t ^  M a inz :
Franz K i rc h h e im ,  1Ü54.
Das Rei c h g ese tz  vom k J u l i  1872 bet r e f f e n d  den 
Orden der  G e s e l 1s c h a f t  Jesu und ÀusfUhrungamasrege ln  
d ie s e s  G ese tzesT  M a inz :  V e r la g  von K i rc h h e im ,  ÏÜ 72 .
S o z i a l e  S c h r i f t en : Neue A usw ah l . E s s e n -R u h r :
' V e r la g  FrededUl und Rttnen, 1908.
Sol 1 d i e  Ki rche a l l e i n  r e c h t l o s  sein? M a inz :  
' V e r la g  von Franz K i rc h h e im ,  1 8 è l .
S t e l l u n g  und P f l i c h t  der  K a t h o l i k e n  im Kampf der  
Gegenwart . F r e ib u r g  im B re is g a u :  H e rd is c h e  Buch­
handlung,  1868.
D ie  tatScichl  ich e  E in fU hrung  des bekenntn i  s losen  
P r o te s t a n t is m u s  in d i e  k a t h o l j  sche Ki r c h e . MainzV  
V e r la g  von Franz K i rc h h e im ,  1877.
D ie  Trennung d e r  Schu1e von d e r  K i r c h e . M a inz :  
"Franz Ki rchheim, 1873.
Das u n f e h l b a r e  Leharnt  des Paptes nach des 
v a t ic a n i s c h e n  C o n c i I s . Mai h z : V e r la g  von Ki r c h ­
heim, 1571.
_. D ie  Unwahrhei ten der  rbmi schen B r i e f e  vom Conci 1 
in d e r  A 11gemeinen Z e i t u n g . Mai n z : V e r la g  von 
Ki rchheim, 1870.
D ie  wahren Grundlagen des r e l i g i ë s e n  F r i e d e n s .
"2nd ed.  M a inz :  Franz Ki rchheim,  l8'68.
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Warum kbnnen wî r z u r  AusfUhrung der  Ki rc h en - 
"qese tze  n i c h t  m î twerken? Mainz : V e r la g  von Franz
Ki rchheim, 1W76.
W o r te .  Be lehrung und Ermahiung an a 11e c h r i s t ! ich e  ^ 'E l te r rT  Uber i h r e  P f l i c h t e n  bei d e r  V o r b e r e i t u n g  
i h r e r  K in d e r  z u r  e r s t e n  h e i 1i gen Kommunion. R a i n z ; 
Franz Ki rchheim, 1S81 ,
D ie  Z e n t r u m s f r a k t io n  a u f  dem e r s t e n  deutschen
~Rei c h s t a q e , 
1872.
M a in z ;  V e r la g  von Franz K i rc h h e im ,
__________ . Zur C h a r a k t e r i s t i k  J e s u i t e n  und i h r e r  G eg n er .
MaiïTzï V e r la g  von Franz K i rc h h e im ,  1866,
Verhandlunqen d e r  e r s t e n  Versammlung des k a t h o l is c h e n
V e r e in e s  Deutsch,lands 1848 zu M a i n z . Ma inzV  V e r la g  
von K i rc h h e im  und S c h o t t ,  1848.
Verhandlungen d e r  z w e i t e n  Versammlung des k a t h o l is c h e n
V e re in e s  Deutsch lands  1849 zu B r e s l a u . B r e s l a u ; 
Georg P h i l i p p  A d e r h o lz ,  1849.
Verhandlungen d e r  d r i t t e n  Versammlung des k a t h o l is c h e n
V e r e in e s  Deutsch lands  1849 zu Regensburg. Regens­
bu r g : V e r la g  von Fr .  P u s t e t ,  1849.
Verhandlungen d e r  v i e r t e n  Versammlung des k a t h o l is c h e n  
V e r e in e s  Deutsch lands  I 85 O zu L i n z . Regensburg:  
V e r la g  von Fr .  P u s t e t ,  1850.
Verhandlungen d e r  fUnsten Versatm lunq des k a t h o l  i schen
V e r e in e s  Deutsch lands  1852 zu M a i n z . Mai n z : Ki rc h -
heim V e r l a g ,  1852.
Verhandlungen d e r  zeh te n  Versammlung des k a t h o l is c h e n  
V e re in e s  Deutsch lands  1859 zu K b l n . KÜ1n : J
Bachem, 1Ü59.
P.
Verhandlungen d e r  e l f t e n  Versammlung des k a t h o l js c h e n
V e r e in e s  Deutsch lands  i86 0  zu F r e ib u r g  im Bre isgau  
Frei  burg im Bre i  s g au : H e r d e r , 1860.
Verhandlungen der  z w ë l f t e n  Versammlung des k a t h o l is c h e n  
V e re in e s  Deutsch lands  I 8 6 I' zu P r a g . Küln : J . P.
Bachem, l 'B é l .
Verhandlungen d e r  d r e i z e h t e n  Versammlung des
iBSl zu MUnchen.V e re in e s  Deutschlands  
J.  G. W e iss ,  18 6 2 .
ka t h o l i  schen 
München ;
206
Verhandlunqen der  v î e r z e h t e n  Versammlung des k a t h o l îschen
V e re in e s  D eutsch lands  ld63 zu München. Regensburg : 
V e r la g  von Georg J o s e f  Manz,  1863.
Verhandlunqen der  sechzehten  Versammlung des k a t h o l is c h e n  
V ere in e s  D eutsch lands  1Ü64 zu WUrzburq~ WUrzb'urg: 
V e r la g  d e r  s t a h e l i s c h e n  Kunsthand lung ,  1864.
Verhandlunqen der  a c h t z e h t e n  Versammlung des k a t h o l is c h e n
V e re in e s  Deutsch lands  1867 zu I n n s b r u c k . 1nnsbruck:  
V ere in s  B u c h d r l l c k e r e i , 1867.
Verhandlunqen d e r  neunzehten Versammlung des k a t h o l i s c h e n  
V e re in e s  D eutsch lands  1868 zu Bamberg. Bamberg: 
V e r la g  von O t to  R e i n d i ,  18 6 8 .
Verhandlunqen d e r  XX I I  Versammlung des k a t h o l i s c h e n  V e re in e s  
Deutschlands  1872 zu B r e s l a u . B re s la u  : C. P.
A d e r h o lz ,  1872.
Verhandlunqen der  X X I I I  Versammlung des k a t h o l i s c h e n  V e re in e s  
Deutsch lands  1875 zu F r e ib u r g  im B r e i s g a u . Fre i  burg  
im Brei  s g a u : H e r d e r ,  1875.
Verhandlungen der  XXIV Versammlung des k a t h o l i  schen V e r e in e s  
Deutsch lands  1876 zu Mlincnen. F r e ib u r g  im B re is g a u :  
H e r d e r ,  1876.
Verhandlungen des Deutschen R e ic h s t a q e s . V o ls .  I I  and IV .
Sermons by Bishop W i lh e lm  Emmanuel K e t t e l e r  
( a l l  p u b l i s h e d  s e p a r a t e l y  by Franz K i rc h h e im )
Uber d i e  Gefahren der  Z e i t . Ansprache an d i e  versammelten  
M i t g l i e d e r  des K a t h o l i k e n s - V e r e i n . D e l i v e r e d  a t  
Rochusberg bei  Bingen on June 17, 1874.
Von dem Zwecke den H in d e rn i  ssen und Hi f tsm i  t t e l n  d ie se s
V e re in s  ! St  i f t 'u n g fe s t  des Gesel  1 e n - V e r e î ns zu Main z  
D e l i v e r e d  a t  S t .  P e te rs  Church,  M a in z ,  November 20,  
1876.
D ie  c h r i s t l i c h e  Idee  von Rechte  des E igen thum s. D e l i v e r e d  
a t  S t .  P e t e r ' s  Church,  M a in z ,  on November 19,  1848.
D ie  P f l i c h t  der  c h r i s t l i c h e n  B a r m h e r z i g k e i t . D e l i v e r e d  a t  
th e  Mainz C a th e d ra l  on December 3 ,  1848.
D ie  C h r i s t l i c h e  Idee  von der  F r e i t h e i t  des Menschen. De- 
1iv e r e d  a t  th e  C a th e d ra l  o f  Ma inz  on December 17, 
1848.
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D ie  c h r i s t l i c h e  Idee  von der  Bestimmung des Menschen. De- 
1 iver 'ed a t  th e  Mainz C a th e d ra l  on December 18, 1848.
D ie  c h r i S t ] iche  I dee von der  Ehe und der  F a m i l l e . D e l iv e r e d  
a t  t h e  Mainz C a th e d ra l  on December 19, T848.
Von d e r  A u th o r i  t ë t  d e r  k a t h o l is c h e n  K i r c h e . D e l i v e r e d  a t  
t h e  Mainz C a th e d ra l  on December 20,  1848.
P r e d i q t  bei  E r lbssunq des a l 1gemeinen Gebeter  fU r  d ie
Ansieqen d e r  K i r c h e . D e l i v e r e d  a t  th e  M a i n z C a t h e -  
d r a l  on November 4 ,  1872.
D ie  F e s t i  qkei  t  und DaUr der  k a t h o l is c h e n  K i r c h e . D e l i v e r e d  
a t  th e  Prague C a th e d ra l  on August 31 ,  T873.
Uber das AImosenqeben. D e l i v e r e d  in th e  B e r l i n  C a thedra l  
on December 9 ,  1849.
Li ebe Jesu z u r  A rm uth . P a r t  I .  D e l i v e r e d  in th e  p a r is h  
church a t  Hopsten on December 25,  1847.
L ie b e  Jesu z u r  A rm u th , P a r t  11. D e l i v e r e d  a t  th e  p a r is h  
church o f  Hopsten on December 26,  1847.
L ie b e  Jesu z u r  A rm u th , P a r t  111. D e l i v e r e d  a t  th e  p a r is h  
church in  Hopsten on January  1, 1848.
Warum der  Sohn G ot tes  q e h o rs a m - - d ie  Menschen unqehorsam?
D e l i v e r e d  a t  t h e  p a r is h  church in Bochum on January  
9 ,  1845.
E p iscopa l  L e t t e r s  o f  Bishop K e t t e l e r  
( a l l  p u b l is h e d  s e p a r a t e l y  by Franz K i rc h h e im )
Bei dem Anfange d e r  F a s t e n z e i t ,  1851,  Uber den Deutsch- 
k a t h o l i z i  smus, February  23,  1 8 5 T
Bei dem Anfange der  F a s t e n z e i t ,  1852,  Uber den Deutsch- 
k a t h o 1iz ismus und d i e  F r e i t h e i t  der  Ki r c h e , 
February  4 ,  1852.
Beim Anfange d e r  F a s t e n z e i t ,  1858,  Der R e i i q i o n s u n t e r r i c h t  
in der  V o l k s s c h u l e , February  4 ,  l85o .
Beim Anfange der  F a s t e n z e i t ,  1862,  V o rw ur f  der  I n t o l e r a n z ;  
Vere i  ne und P r e s s e , February  14, 1862.
Beim Anfange der  F a s t e n z e i t ,  1865,  Uber d i e  E n c y k l ik a  vom 
8 Dezember 1 8 6 4 , February  T, 1865.
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Beim Anfange der  F a s t e n z e i t ,  1867,  Uber d i e  gemischten Ehen, 
February  15,  1867.
Uber d i e  an dem H e i 1igen V a t e r  beqanqene G e w a l t t a t  und d i e  
A n l ie q e n  unseres V a t e r l a n d s , October 15. 1870.
Uber d i e W a h l e n  zum deutschen R e i c h s t a g , February  13, 1871.
Uber d i e  q e q en w ë r t iq e  Laqe der  k a t h o l is c h e n  K i r c h e  im 
deutschen R e i c h e , September 20,  1B72.
Denkschri  f t  des qesamten k a t h o l is c h e n  Ep iscopa ts  im 
Küni q r e ic h  P re u s s en , January  30 ,  1873.
Beim Anfange der  F a s t e n z e i t ,  1873,  Uber d i e  Trennung der  
Schule  von d e r  Ki r c h e , February  15, 1873.
Uber d i e  S t e l l u n q  d e r  B is c h ë f e  z u r  k i r c h e n p o l i t i s c h e n  
Gesetzqebung, February  20 .  1874.
Beim Anfange der  F a s t e n z e i t ,  1875,  Uber d i e  neuen hess ischen  
K i r c h e n q e s e t z e  und den HaupYqrund, we 1 cher  d e r  K i rcï ïe  
d i e  Annahme s o lc h e r  G esetze  unmbqlich macht,  January  
16, 1875.
Personal  L e t t e r s  o f  Bishop K e t t e l e r
Mss in m onast ic  l i b r a r y  a t  E i c h s t ë t t ;  a l s o  reproduced in 
J.  M. R a ic h ,  B r i e f e  von und an W i lh e lm  Emmanuel 
F r e i h e r r  von K e t t e l e r . Mainz : Ki rchheim V e r l a g ,
W T .
An das G ro ss h e rzo g 1iche  S t a a t s m i n i s t e r i u m  in Darmstadt ,  
September 24 ,  1874.
L e t t e r  to  H e r r  von Mon in In n s b ru ck ,  A p r i l  2,  1862.
L e t t e r  to H e r r  L a s a l i e ,  th e  s o c i a l i s t  l e a d e r ,  January  22,  
1864.
L e t t e r  to C a r d in a l  R e isach ,  December 4 ,  1865.
P e r io d i  c a ls
Hi s t o r i s c h - P o l i  t i s c h e  B l ë t t e r . München. " G lessen z u r
L a g e s g e s c h ic h te ,"  XX11 ( J u l y ,  1848 ) ,  2 6 1 -7 0 ;  " D ie  
Fahnenwei he in F in te n  am Dez. 3 ,  1848 ,"  XXI I !  
( J a n u a r y ,  1 8 4 9 ) ,  3 0 1 -3 7 ;  " K a r l  E rns t  J a r e k e , "  XXXI 
( J a n u a r y ,  1 8 5 3 ) ,  2 7 7 -9 0 ;  " B r i e f 1 iche  M i t t e l h e i l u n g e n  
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APPENDIX I
A COMPARISON OF FERDINAND LASSALLE 
AND BISHOP k e t t e l e r ’
Ferd inand  Lassai  l e  was born in B re s la u  in 1825 o f  
Jewish p a r e n t s .  Judaism made a deep im press ion  upon him 
in h is  yo u th ,  f o r  he dreamed o f  becoming a g r e a t  Jewish  
l e a d e r  in o r d e r  to  lead h is  p e o p le  to  independence and 
freedom. But t h i s  was o f  s h o r t  d u r a t i o n  f o r  he soon e x ­
pressed  h a t r e d  and resentment  f o r  h is  Jewish a n c e s t r y .
Lassai  l e  s t u d ie d  p h i lo s o p h y  f i r s t  a t  th e  U n i v e r s i t y  
o f  B re s la u  and then a t  th e  U n i v e r s i t y  o f  B e r l i n .  I t  was 
a t  th e  U n i v e r s i t y  o f  B e r l i n  t h a t  he came in c o n t a c t  w i t h  
th e  l e f t  H e g e l ia n s  and under  th e  i n f l u e n c e  o f  t h e  p h i l o ­
soph ic  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  Hegel by Feuerbach.  He d i d  not  
com ple te  h is  s t u d i e s  a t  B e r l i n  because he acc ep te d  th e
’ Based upon : Georg M o r r i s  Cohen Brandes,  Ferdi  nand
Lassai  l e  (New York:  The M a c m i l la n  C o . ,  1 9 1 1 ) ;  Ferdi  nand
Lassai  l e  (2nd é d . ;  New York:  Bernard  G. Ri chards C o . ,
1 925 ) ;  David  Footman, Ferd inand  Lassai  l e :  Romantic R e v o lu ­
t i o n a r y  (New Haven: Y a le  U n i v e r s i t y  P re s s ,  19 ^ 7 ) ;  Ferd inand
Johann G o t t 1i eb Lassai  l e ,  Auswahl von Reden und S c h r i f t e n  
ne bst  k u r z e r  B io g r a p h ie  und q e s c h i c h t l i c h e r  E in fU hrung  von 
K a r l  Renner ( B e r l i n :  J ,H .W .  D i e t z  N a c h f . , 1 9 2 3 ) ;  Edmund
W i l s o n ,  To The F in la n d  S t a t i o n  (Garden C i t y ,  New York:  
Doubleday and Company, 1 9^0 ) ;  P inson ,  o p . c i t . ,  1 97 -202;  
and t h i s  t h e s i s .
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m a r i t a l  cause o f  Countess von H a t z f e l d t ,  d e fe n d in g  her  w i t h  
energy and p a s s io n .  In 1854 he f i n a l l y  succeeded in o b t a i n ­
ing a d i v o r c e  f o r  h e r .  Th is  case earned him a g r e a t  deal  
o f  n o t o r i e t y .  His  own de fe nse  f o r  r e v o l u t i o n a r y  a c t i v i t i e s  
b e f o r e  a government t r i b u n a l  in Cologne in 1848 even moved 
th e  members o f  t h a t  c o u r t ,  f o r  i t  o n ly  sentenced him to  a 
s i x  months' p r is o n  term.
Through h is  pamphlets  and h is  speeches he became 
one o f  th e  o u t s t a n d in g  le a d e rs  o f  modern Germany, As a 
r e s u l t  o f  h is  r e v o l u t i o n a r y  renown, th e  w o rke rs  o f  L e i p z ig  
requested  Lassa 1 l e  to  o r g a n i z e  a genera l  work ingmen 's  a s ­
s o c i a t i o n ,  On May 23,  1863, he founded th e  A1Iqemeine  
Deutsche A r b e i t e r v e r e i n , th e  f i r s t  p o l i t i c a l  o r g a n i z a t i o n  
o f  th e  German w o r k i n g c l a s s , Marx d id  not l i k e  Lassai  l e .
Th is  seems to  have s ev e ra l  p o s s i b l e  reasons : Lassai  l e  was
too p o p u la r  f o r  Marx ,  he was too j o v i a l  f o r  Kar l  Marx ,  and 
Lassai  l e  d id  not e n t i r e l y  ag re e  w i t h  Marx on th e  c o o p e ra ­
t i o n  w i t h  e x i s t i n g  p o l i t i c a l  e lements  in o r d e r  to  a t t a i n  
r i g h t s  f o r  th e  workingman. Lassai  l e ' s  a s s o c i a t i o n  o f  
w o rke rs  developed i n t o  the  German S o c ia l  Democrat ic  p a r t y .  
Lassai  le  d ie d  on August 31 ,  1864, from th e  wounds r e c e iv e d  
in a duel  on August 28,
Lassa l i e ' s  most im p o r tan t  t h e o r e t i c a l  and p r a c t i c a l  
w ork ,  which c o n t a in s  th e  b a s ic  p r i n c i p l e s  f o r  th e  German 
S o c i a l i s t  p a r t y ,  i s  h is  book, Of fenes  A n t w o r t - S c h r e i b e n . 
p u b l is h e d  on March 1, 1863,
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There  a r e  many s i m i l a r i t i e s  o f  c h a r a c t e r  between 
Lassai  l e  and K e t t e l e r .  Both were  s tu b b o rn ,  e n e r g e t i c ,  and 
possessed a s t ro n g  d e s i r e  to  f i g h t  f o r  the  poor and th e  
oppressed.  Both had a l l  t h e  q u a l i f i c a t i o n s  f o r  l e a d e r s h ip .  
Lassai l e  and K e t t e l e r  were  accomplished o r a t o r s ,  p r o l i f i c  
w r i t e r s ,  and i n f l u e n c e d  th e  p o l i t i c a l  scene o f  modern 
Germany.
The b a s ic  d isagreem ents  between Lassai  l e  and K e t ­
t e l e r  a r i s e  from t h e i r  r e s p e c t i v e  p h i l o s o p h ie s  o f  l i f e .  
Lassai  1e was a convinced l e f t - w i n g  H e g e l i a n ,  a f o l l o w e r  
o f  Feuerbach, and a p ro fe s s e d  a t h e i s t .  For him th e  bond 
between th e  i n d i v i d u a l s  in s o c i e t y  was th e  V o lk s -q e i  S t .
On th e  o t h e r  hand, K e t t e l e r  possessed a deep f a i t h  in 
C a t h o l i c is m  and was a convinced Thomist .  For th e  Bishop  
th e  bond between t h e  members o f  s o c i e t y  was t h e  n a t u r a l  
and d i v i n e  p o s i t i v e  laws. By n a t u r a l  law a l l  men be longed  
to  the  f a m i l y  o f  God; by th e  d i v i n e  p o s i t i v e  law a l l  
C h r i s t i a n s  were  b r o t h e r s  in C h r i s t .
A l though th e se  two German le a d e rs  d i f f e r e d  in t h e i r  
b a s ic  p h i lo s o p h y  o f  l i f e ,  th e y  agreed on th e  e v i l  r e s u l t s  
o f  c a p i t a l i s m  and i n d u s t r i a l i z a t i o n  f o r  th e  w o r k i n g c l a s s . 
They p e r c e iv e d  th e  e v i l s  and agreed t h a t  th es e  w ere  im­
m o ra l .  Lassai l e  and K e t t e l e r  d e s i r e d  to  e l e v a t e  th e  s o c i a l ,  
economic,  and p o l i t i c a l  s tandards  o f  th e  w o r k i n g c l a s s . In 
many in s ta n ce s  t h e i r  methods to  accompl ish t h i s  t a s k  w ere  
i d e n t i c a l .
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A f t e r  K e t t e l e r ' s system matured in 1869, th e y  agreed  
t h a t  th e  s t a t e  a s s i s t  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  c i t i z e n s  to  a c h ie v e  
what he c o u ld  not  a c h ie v e  by h i m s e l f .  However,  K e t t e l e r  
f e a r e d  s t a t e  a b s o lu t is m  and a lways proposed methods whereby  
t h e  power o f  th e  s t a t e  was r e s t r i c t e d ,  ye t  cou ld  accompl ish  
i t s  purpose .  Lassai  le  d id  not  f e a r  s t a t e  a b s o lu t is m ,  but  
b e l i e v e d  in th e  H e g e l i a n  ty p e  o f  s t a t e .
They a ls o  d is a g r e e d  on t h e  purpose o r  o b j e c t i v e  o f  
each c i t i z e n .  For Lassai  l e  th e  u l t i m a t e  o b j e c t i v e  was th e  
m a t e r i a l  b e n e f i t  o f  t h e  c i t i z e n .  The u l t i m a t e  end e n ­
compassed th e  e n t i r e  development o f  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  f o r  
Bishop K e t t e l e r ,
N e i t h e r  o f  th e  two w ere  r e p u b l i c a n s ,  f o r  both men 
b e l i e v e d  in a b e n e v o le n t ,  p o p u la r  monarchy.  However,
Lassai  l e  wanted th e  crown to  be t h e  n a t u r a l  b e a r e r  o f  a 
s o c i a l  d i c t a t o r s h i p .  Here th e  S o c i a l i s t  l e a d e r  ag a in  shows 
t h e  i n f l u e n c e  o f  H e g e l ,  Lassai  l e  e x e m p l i f i e d  t h i s  d i c t a ­
t o r i a l  a t t i t u d e  by th e  v a s t  power which  t h e  p r e s i d e n t  o f  
t h e  German W orkers '  A s s o c i a t i o n  possessed,  (O f  c o u rs e ,  
th e  p r e s i d e n t  was Lassai  l e , )  On th e  o t h e r  hand, because  
K e t t e l e r  was a C a t h o l i c  and a Thom is t ,  t h e  power o f  t h e  
s t a t e  was r e l a t i v e .  N a t u r a l  and d i v i n e  p o s i t i v e  law r e ­
s t r i c t e d  t h e  power o f  th e  s t a t e ,  A c o n s t i t u t i o n  had l i t t l e  
v a lu e  f o r  Lassai  l e .  For K e t t e l e r  a c o n s t i t u t i o n ,  based  
upon j u s t i c e  and r i g h t s ,  was a g u a ra n te e  a g a i n s t  a b s o lu t is m .  
Lassai  l e  h e ld  t h a t  th e  m iss ion  o f  th e  w o r k in g c la s s
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was to  ensure  t h a t  t h e  s t a t e  work a c t i v e l y  f o r  th e  utmost  
w e l l - b e i n g  o f  e v e ry  member o f  th e  community.  K e t t e l e r  
agreed  but expanded t h i s  as th e  m iss ion  o f  a l l  c l a s s e s .
They agreed t h a t  t h e  w o rkers  had to  e x e r c i s e  t h e i r  p o l i t i c a l  
r i g h t s  and powers and t h a t  t h i s  c o u ld  o n l y  be accom pl ished  
through u n i v e r s a l  s u f f r a g e ,  which opened th e  way to  freedom  
and u n i t y  f o r  t h e  w o r k i n g c l a s s .  However,  K e t t e l e r  d i d  not  
a g re e  t h a t  the  w o r k in g c la s s  found a p o l i t i c a l  p a r t y  o f  t h e i r  
own. Lassai  le  w ished to  base th e  p o l i t i c a l  power o f  th e  
w o r k i n g c l a s s  upon t h e  M a r x i s t  p r i n c i p l e  o f  c la s s  c o n f l i c t  
and, in g e n e r a l ,  make th e  M a r x i s t  p r i n c i p l e s  e f f e c t i v e  in 
p r a c t i c a l  p o l i t i c s .  Bishop K e t t e l e r  was d i a m e t r i c a l l y  
opposed to  th e  M a r x i s t  p r i n c i p l e s  o f  c l a s s  c o n f l i c t  and 
a t h e i  sm.
Both men a cce p ted  t h e  idea  t h a t  t h e  freedom and 
e q u a l i t y  o f  a l l  was th e  fo u n d a t io n  o f  German u n i t y .  Both 
acce p ted  t h e  l e a d e r s h ip  o f  P r u s s ia  in Germany. Lassai  l e  
d id  t h i s  w i t h  more c o n v i c t i o n  than K e t t e l e r ,  ye t  both  were  
ext rem e  German n a t i o n a l i s t s ,  through which  t h e y  possessed  
a h igh  regard  f o r  t h e  b a s ic s  o f  German law. However,  
K e t t e l e r  d id  a c ce p t  some o f  th e  b a s ic  p r i n c i p l e s  o f  Roman 
law. The two German l e a d e rs  d i f f e r e d  on th e  t y p e  o f  German 
u n i t y ,  f o r  Lassai  l e  d e s i r e d  a s t ro n g  c e n t r a l  government .
On t h e  o t h e r  hand, K e t t e l e r  b e l i e v e d  in f e d e r a l i s m  w i t h  j u s t  
enough power f o r  th e  c e n t r a l  government in o r d e r  to  m a in t a i n  
un i t y .
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L a s s a ] l e  p e r m i t t e d  the  c o o p e ra t io n  o f  th e  w o r k in g -  
c la s s  w i t h  t h e  bourgeois  l i b e r a l s  f o r  the  sake o f  p o l i t i c a l  
exped iency ,  even to  the  p o i n t  o f  p a r t i a l l y  and t e m p o r a r i l y  
s a c r i f i c i n g  some b a s ic  p r i n c i p l e .  K e t t e l e r  a ls o  b e l i e v e d  
in p o l i t i c a l  exped iency ,  but w i t h i n  th e  l i m i t a t i o n s  o f  h is  
p r i n c i p l e s .  E s s e n t i a l l y ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  both opposed German 
1i b e r a 1i sm.
D i f f e r i n g  w i t h  K ar l  Marx ,  Lassai  le  he ld  t h a t  the  
w o r ld  o f  ideas was not  e n t i r e l y  de te rm ined  by economics  
and c la s s  r e l a t i o n s h i p .  However, he d id  not  a g re e  w i t h  
K e t t e l e r  t h a t  d i v i n e  p ro v id e n c e  was th e  d e te r m in in g  f a c t o r  
in th e  w o r ld  o f  id e a s .  Th is  d isagreement  on d i v i n e  p r o v i ­
dence a ls o  d i f f e r e n t i a t e d  t h e i r  p h i lo s o p h y  o f  h i s t o r y ,  
wh ich ,  f o r  Lassai  l e ,  was th e  development o f  freedom.
There  was a d i s t i n c t  d i f f e r e n c e  between the  two in  
t h e i r  concept o f  r i g h t s .  For Bishop K e t t e l e r  th e  o n l y  
source  f o r  a r i g h t  was th e  n a t u r a l  law and t h e  d i v i n e  law,  
through which God was th e  a u th o r  o f  a l l  r i g h t s .  On th e  
o t h e r  hand. Lassai  l e ,  f o l l o w i n g  H e g e l ,  he ld  t h a t  th e  o n ly  
source o f  a r i g h t  was th e  common consciousness o f  the  
whole  p e o p le ,  th e  u n i v e r s a l  Gei s t . Lassai l e  concluded  
t h a t  f o r  th e  concept o f  r i g h t  i t  was o n ly  n eces sary  t h a t  
p u b l i c  o p i n i o n ,  th e  p e o p le ,  should have informed th e  sphere  
o f  r i g h t .  Fur therm ore ,  Lassai  l e  he ld  t h a t  i n d i v i d u a l  a c t s  
o f  the  w i l l  in harmony w i t h  th e  a s c e r t a in e d  and expressed  
V o l k s - q e i S t  produced a c q u i re d  r i g h t s .  K e t t e l e r  argued t h a t
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i n d i v i d u a l  a c ts  o f  th e  w i l l  in harmony w i t h  the  laws of 
God produced a c q u i r e d  r i g h t s .
One o f  t h e - b a s i c  d i f f e r e n c e s  between K e t t e l e r  
L a s s a i 1e was t h e i r  concepts  c o n c e rn in g  p r o p e r t y .  However 
K e t t e l e r  agreed t h a t ,  i f  th e  s t a t e  were  a b s o l u t e ,  the  
s o c i a l i s m  o f  Lassai  l e  would be l o g i c a l  in i t s  concepts  
concern ing  common p r o p e r t y .  The Bishop gave Lassa I le 
c r e d i t  f o r  be ing l o g i c a l  but d is a g r e e d  w i t h  the  basic  
prem ise  o f  Lassai  le  t h a t  th e  s t a t e  was a b s o l u t e .  L a s s a i ' e  
argued t h a t  th e  a b o l i t i o n  o f  p r i v a t e  p r o p e r t y  was necessar  
to  a l l e v i a t e  th e  s u f f e r i n g s  o f  the  w o r k in g c la s s  and was 
based upon n a t u r a l  law. A ls o  u t i l i z i n g  the  n a t u r a l  law 
K e t t e l e r  argued t h a t  i t  demanded p r i v a t e  p r o p e r t y  as the  
c o r n e r s t o n e  o f  i n d i v i d u a l  freedom and the  i n d i v i d u a l ' s  
means o f  f u l f i l l m e n t .  K e t t e l e r  emphasized the  i n d i v i d u a l ;
f.
Lassai  l e ,  s o c i e t y .  Both u t i l i z e d  the  n a t u r a l  law in t h e '  
argum ents .
They a ls o  d i f f e r e d  c o n ce rn ing  the  id e a !  b i n d i n g  
f o r c e  o f  s o c i e t y .  K e t t e l e r  h e ld  the  c o n v i c t i o n  th a t  
C h r i s t i a n  c h a r i t y ,  f r a t e r n a l  lo v e ,  would b ind  s o c i e t y  t o ­
g e th e r  and change s o c i e t y .  Lassai  le  h e ld  t h a t  b r o t h e r l y  
love  through s o c i a l i s m  would t r a n s f o r m  s o c i e t y .
Both b e l i e v e d  in freedom and e q u a l i t y  but d i f f e r e d  
in regard  to  i t s  a p p l i c a t i o n  to  women. Lassai  le  advocated  
th e  e q u a l i t y  o f  women in e very  f a c e t  o f  l i f e .  A l though  
K e t t e l e r  he ld  women in h igh  r e g a r d ,  he d id  not advocate
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i n d i v i d u a l  a c t s  o f  th e  w i l l  in harmony w i t h  th e  laws o f  
God produced a c q u i r e d  r i g h t s .
One o f  t h e  b a s ic  d i f f e r e n c e s  between K e t t e l e r  and 
Lassa i  le  was t h e i r  concepts  co n c e rn in g  p r o p e r t y .  However,  
K e t t e l e r  agreed  t h a t ,  i f  th e  s t a t e  w e re  a b s o l u t e ,  th e  
s o c i a l i s m  o f  Lassa 1 le  would  be l o g i c a l  in i t s  concepts  
co n c e rn in g  common p r o p e r t y .  The Bishop gave Lassai  le  
c r e d i t  f o r  be in g  l o g i c a l  but d is a g r e e d  w i t h  th e  b a s ic  
p re m is e  o f  Lassai  l e  t h a t  th e  s t a t e  was a b s o l u t e .  Lassai  l e  
argued  t h a t  t h e  a b o l i t i o n  o f  p r i v a t e  p r o p e r t y  was n e ces sa ry  
t o  a l l e v i a t e  th e  s u f f e r i n g s  o f  th e  w o r k in g c la s s  and was 
based upon n a t u r a l  law. A lso  u t i l i z i n g  t h e  n a t u r a l  law 
K e t t e l e r  argued t h a t  i t  demanded p r i v a t e  p r o p e r t y  as t h e  
c o r n e r s t o n e  o f  i n d i v i d u a l  freedom and th e  i n d i v i d u a l ' s  
means o f  f u l f i l l m e n t .  K e t t e l e r  emphasized t h e  i n d i v i d u a l ;  
Lassa i  l e ,  s o c i e t y .  Both u t i l i z e d  t h e  n a t u r a l  law in t h e i r  
arguments .
They a ls o  d i f f e r e d  c o n ce rn in g  th e  id e a l  b in d in g  
f o r c e  o f  s o c i e t y ,  K e t t e l e r  h e ld  t h e  c o n v i c t i o n  t h a t  
C h r i s t i a n  c h a r i t y ,  f r a t e r n a l  lo v e ,  would b ind  s o c i e t y  t o ­
g e t h e r  and change s o c i e t y .  Lassai  l e  h e ld  t h a t  b r o t h e r  1 y 
l o v e  th rough  s o c i a l i s m  would t r a n s f o r m  s o c i e t y .
Both b e l i e v e d  in freedom and e q u a l i t y  but d i f f e r e d  
in regard  t o  i t s  a p p l i c a t i o n  to  women. Lassai  l e  advocated  
t h e  e q u a l i t y  o f  women in e v e ry  f a c e t  o f  l i f e .  A l though  
K e t t e l e r  h e ld  women in h igh  r e g a rd ,  he d id  not a d vo c a te
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p u b l i c  c a r e e r s  fo r  women, but  r e l e g a t e d  t h e i r  p l a c e  to  th e  
home.
K e t t e l e r  had enough in common w i t h  Lassai  l e ,  so 
t h a t  r i g h t i s t  groups c a l l e d  him a s o c i a l i s t .  A l e t t e r  o f  
Bishop K e t t e l e r  to  t h e  C a t h o l i c  w o rke rs  o f  Aachen^ and 
h is  book, L i b e r a 1 ismus, S o c ia l is m u s  und C h r i s t e n t u m , empha­
s i z e  t h e  b a s ic  d i f f e r e n c e s  between h i m s e l f  and Lassa 1 le .
In a l e t t e r  to  h is  s i s t e r  Sophie  K e t t e l e r  w r o t e :
I have a keen i n t e r e s t  in Lassai  l e .  I have  
le a rn e d  v e r y  much from him, f o r  I s t u d i e d  h is  
e n t i r e  s o c i a l  system and f o l l o w e d  h is  s o c i a l  
endeavors .  A l thoug h  I cannot a g r e e  w i t h  him 
co n c e rn in g  r e l i g i o n  and p r i v a t e  p r o p e r t y ,  he has 
many e x c e l l e n t  ideas to  o f f e r  in re g a rd  t o  our  
s o c i a l  p r o b l e m s . 3
Summary: P r i n c i p a l  Areas  o f  Agreement
1. S t a t e  p a r t i c i p a t i o n  was n e ce s s a ry  f o r  th e  w e l ­
f a r e  o f  t h e  w o r k i n g c l a s s .
2.  The m iss ion  o f  th e  w o r k i n g c l a s s  was to  in s u r e  
t h a t  t h e  s t a t e  would work  a c t i v e l y  f o r  t h e  w e l f a r e  o f  e ve ry  
member o f  th e  community.
3. The w o r k i n g c l a s s  cou ld  o n l y  a t t a i n  i t s  end by 
t h e  use o f  i t s  p o l i t i c a l  r i g h t s  and power.
4 .  U n i v e r s a l  s u f f r a g e  would open t h e  way to  f r e e ­
dom and u n i t y  f o r  t h e  w o r k i n g c l a s s .
5.  The s t a t e  should sponsor c o - o p e r a t i v e s  among 
t h e  w o r k e r s .
6.  The b e t t e r  form o f  government f o r  Germany was 
a b e n e v o l e n t ,  p o p u la r  monarchy,  but Lassa 11e w ished the  
crown to  be th e  n a t u r a l  b e a r e r  o f  a s o c i a l  d i c t a t o r s h i p .
^Cf.  C hapter  V.
^As q uo t e d  in P f U I f ,  op .  c i t . ,  i l l ,  189.
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7,  Both men opposed t h e  German N a t i o n a l  L i b e r a l ,  
but b e l i e v e d  in p o l i t i c a l  e x p e d ie n c y ,
8,  Lassai  l e  and K e t t e l e r  possessed a h igh regard  
f o r  German law,
9,  Both were  German n a t i o n a l i s t s ,
10, German u n i t y  had to  be founded upon freedom  
and e q u a l i  t y ,
11, I n d i v i d u a l  a c t s  o f  t h e  w i l l  produced a c q u i r e d  
r i g h t s ;  Lassa 1 le  added in harmony w i t h  t h e  V o l k s - q e i s t ; 
K e t t e l e r ,  d i v i n e  law,
12, The w o r ld  o f  ideas  was not  e n t i r e l y  d e te rm in e d  
by economics and c la s s  r e l a t i o n s ,  K e t t e l e r  was f u r t h e r  r e ­
moved from d e te rm in is m  than Lassai  l e .
13, A f t e r  1866 both  agreed  on P russ ian  l e a d e r s h ip  
in Germany,
14, They agreed on t h e  I ro n  Law o f  Wages,
P r i n c i p a l  Areas  o f  D isagreement
1, When Lassai  l e  drew up t h e  c o n s t i t u t i o n  f o r  t h e  
German W o rk e rs '  A s s o c i a t i o n ,  he gave t h e  p r e s i d e n t  d i c t a ­
t o r i a l  powers ; and a d vo c a te d  d i c t a t o r i a l  powers f o r  a 
b e n e v o le n t  monarch,
2,  Lassai  l e  was c o m p l e t e l y  opposed t o  Roman law,
3,  For th e  S o c i a l i s t  l e a d e r  th e  o n l y  source  o f  
r i g h t s  was th e  common consc iousness  o f  th e  who le  p e o p le ,  
th e  u n i v e r s a l  Gei s t ,
4 ,  Lassai  l e  h e ld  t h a t  a c q u i r e d  r i g h t s  a r e  brought  
about  by i n d i v i d u a l  a c t s  o f  th e  w i l l  in harmony w i t h  th e  
a s c e r t a i n e d  and expressed  V o l k s - q e i  s t .
5,  W i th  Hegel and Feuerbach,  Ferd inand  Lassai  l e  
h e ld  t h a t  t h e  s t a t e  was a b s o l u t e ,  i f  a l l  o f  th e  pe o p le  
p a r t i c i p a t e d ,
6, Lassa 1 l e  d e s i r e d  a s t r o n g  c e n t r a l  government ,
7,  Lassai  l e  d e c l a r e d  t h a t  t h e  P russ ia n  c o n s t i t u ­
t i o n  had no v a l u e  f o r  t h e  p e o p le  a t  l a r g e .
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8.  Lassa 11e d e s i red t h e  f u l l  equal  I t y  o f  women.
9 .  Acc ord ing  to  th e  S o c i a l i s t  l e a d e r  h i s t o r y  was 
th e  development  o f  freedom.
10. In g e n e r a l , Lassai  l e  w ished  to  make t h e  M a r x i s t  
p r i n c i p l e s  e f f e c t i v e  in p r a c t i c a l  p o l i t i c s .
11. Ferd inand  Lassai  l e  d e s i r e d  t h a t  t h e  S o c i a l i s t  
v i r t u e  o f  b r o t h e r  1 y love  b ind  s o c i e t y .
12. The S o c i a l i s t  l e a d e r  b e l i e v e d  in common ow ner ­
sh ip  o f  p r o p e r t y .
13. Lassai  l e  p r o fe s s e d  a th e is m .
APPENDIX I I
SUMMARY OF THE ENCYCLICAL, RERUM NOVARUM,
OF POPE LEO XI I I
On th e  f i f t e e n t h  o f  May, 1891,  Pope Leo issued h is
famous e n c y c l i c a l .  Rerum Novarum. In th e  i n t r o d u c t i o n  he
s t a t e s  t h e  reason f o r  t h e  e n c y c l i c a l :
I t  is  no easy m a t t e r  to  d e f i n e  th e  r e l a t i v e  r i g h t s  
and d u t i e s  o f  t h e  w e a l t h y  and o f  th e  p o o r ,  o f  c a p i ­
t a l  and o f  l a b o r .  . . . But a l l  a g r e e ,  and t h e r e  
can be no q u e s t io n  about  i t ,  t h a t  some remedy must 
be found,  and found q u i c k l y ,  f o r  th e  m is e ry  and 
w retchedness  p re s s in g  so h e a v i l y  and so u n j u s t l y ,  
even a t  t h i s  moment, upon th e  v a s t  m a j o r i t y  o f  th e  
w o rk in g  c la s s e s .  . . . The custom o f  w o rk in g  by 
c o n t r a c t ,  and th e  c o n c e n t r a t i o n  o f  many branches  
o f  t r a d e  in t h e  hands o f  a few i n d i v i d u a l s ,  have 
b rought  about  a c o n d i t i o n  o f  t h i n g s ,  by which a 
small  number o f  v e r y  r i c h  have been a b l e  to  lay  
upon th e  masses o f  th e  l a b o r in g  poor a yoke l i t t l e  
b e t t e r  than s l a v e r y  i t s e l f .
Leo d e a ls  f i r s t  o f  a l l  w i t h  t h e  suggested remedy 
o f  t h e  S o c i a l i s t s ,  t h e  a b o l i t i o n  o f  p r i v a t e  p r o p e r t y ,  and 
th e  p r i n c i p l e  t h a t  i n d i v i d u a l  possessions  should  come i n t o  
t h e  common ownership  o f  a l l ,  to be a d m in is t e r e d  by th e  
s t a t e ,  Leo X I I I  puts  a s i d e  th es e  p r o p o s i t i o n s  as power­
less  and which would in c re a s e  th e  s u f f e r i n g  o f  th e  w o r k i n g ­
man. P r i v a t e  p r o p e r t y ,  th e  Pope s t a t e s ,  is  t h e  n a t u r a l
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r i g h t  o f  man: "When a man engages in re m u n e r a t iv e  l a b o r ,
the  i m p e l l i n g  reason and m o t iv e  o f  h i s  work is  to  o b t a i n  
p r o p e r t y ,  and t h e r e a f t e r  to  ho ld  i t  as h is  own."
A l l  t h i s  Leo contends is c o r r e c t :
To a f f i r m  t h a t  God has g iven th e  e a r t h  f o r  the  
use and enjoyment o f  t h e  e n t i r e  human ra c e ,  is  
not to  deny t h a t  p r i v a t e  p r o p e r t y  is  l a w f u l .
The e a r t h  has been g ra n te d  to  mankind in g e n e r a l ,  
not in th e  sense t h a t  a l l ,  w i t h o u t  d i s t i n c t i o n ,  
can deal  w i t h  i t  as th ey  l i k e ,  but r a t h e r  t h a t  
no p a r t  o f  i t  has been ass igned  f o r e v e r  to  anyone  
in p a r t i c u l a r ,  and t h a t  th e  l i m i t s  o f  p r i v a t e  
p r o p e r t y  have been l e f t  to  be f i x e d  by man's own 
i n i t i a t i v e  and by th e  laws o f  i n d i v i d u a l  n a ­
t i o n s .  . . . The s o i l ,  which  is  t i l l e d  and 
c u l t i v a t e d  w i t h  t o i l  and s k i l l ,  u t t e r l y  changes  
i t s  c o n d i t i o n .  I t  was w i l d  b e f o r e ,  now i t  is  
f r u i t f u l ;  i t  was b a r r e n ,  now i t  b r in g s  f o r t h  in 
abundance.  That which thus a l t e r e d  and improved 
t h e  land becomes t r u l y  p a r t  o f  i t s e l f .  Is  i t  j u s t  
t h a t  th e  f r u i t  o f  man's own sweat and la b o r  should  
be possessed and en joyed by someone e lse ?  As e f ­
f e c t s  f o l l o w  t h e i r  cause,  so i t  is  j u s t  and r i g h t  
t h a t  th e  r e s u l t s  o f  l a b o r  should  be long  to  th ose  
who have bestowed th e  l a b o r .
The Pope holds  t h a t  th e  main t e n e t  o f  S o c i a l i s m ,  
common ownership  o f  e v e r y t h i n g ,  must be r e j e c t e d ,  s in c e  i t  
o n l y  i n j u r e s  th ose  whom i t  was meant to  b e n e f i t ,  s in c e  i t  
is  d i r e c t l y  c o n t r a r y  to  th e  n a t u r a l  r i g h t s  o f  mankind,  and 
s in c e  i t  would i n t r o d u c e  c o n fu s io n  and d i s o r d e r  i n t o  so­
c i e t y .  Pope Leo h e ld  t h a t  i t  was im p o s s ib le  to  reduce  
s o c i e t y  to  one l e v e l .  S o c i a l i s t s  might do t h e i r  utmost  
to  t h a t  purpose ,  but a l l  such s t r i v i n g  was a g a i n s t  th e  
n a t u r e  o f  man and s o c i e t y  was in v a i n .  He h e ld  t h a t  t h e r e  
n a t u r a l l y  e x i s t e d  m a n i f o ld  d i f f e r e n c e s  o f  th e  most im p o r ta n t  
ty p e .  Peop le  d i f f e r e d  in c a p a c i t y ,  s k i l l ,  h e a l t h ,  s t r e n g t h ;
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and unequal f o r t u n e  was a n e c e s s a ry  r e s u l t  o f  unequal con­
d i t i o n s .  A l l  t h i s ,  t h e  Pope goes on to  e x p l a i n ,  was p a r t  
o f  t h e  l o t  o f  humanity  and was t o  be a c c e p te d  as such,
Leo X I 1! u t t e r l y  condemns t h e  n o t i o n  t h a t  c la s s  
is  n a t u r a l l y  h o s t i l e  to  c l a s s ,  and t h a t  t h e  c a p i t a l i s t  
and th e  l a b o r e r  a r e  in te n d e d  by n a t u r e  to  l i v e  in c o n f l i c t .  
C a p i t a l  cannot s u r v i v e  w i t h o u t  l a b o r  o r  l a b o r  w i t h o u t  
c a p i t a l .  The Pope d e c l a r e s  t h a t  in t h e  d i v i n e  p r e c e p t s  
a r e  found t h e  guides  o f  each c l a s s  w i t h  re g a rd  to  i t s  
d u t i e s  toward t h e  o t h e r s .  D i v i n e  p r e c e p t  te a c h e s  t h e  
l a b o r i n g  man to  c a r r y  o u t  h o n e s t l y  and j u s t l y  a l l  e q u i t a b l e  
agreements f r e e l y  e n t e r e d  i n t o ;  n e v e r  to  i n j u r e  t h e  p r o p e r t y  
o f  a n o t h e r ,  o r  to  a t t a c k  th e  person o f  an e m plo yer ;  n e ver  
t o  r e s o r t  to  v i o l e n c e  o r  to  engage in r i o t s  and d i s o r d e r s .  
R e l i g i o n  te aches  t h e  w e a l t h y  owner and th e  em ployer  t h a t  
t h e i r  workmen a r e  not  to  be c o n s id e re d  as t h e i r  bondsmen 
and t h a t  i t  is  shameful  and inhuman to  t r e a t  men as c h a t t e l s  
in o r d e r  to  e x p l o i t  f o r  t h e  sake o f  p r o f i t  and t h a t  i t  is  
u n n a t u r a l  t o  look upon t h e i r  workmen as mere p h y s i c a l  power.  
The em ployer  must n e v e r  t a x  h is  w o rke rs  beyond t h e i r  
s t r e n g t h ,  nor  employ them in work  u n s u i t a b l e  f o r  t h e i r  age 
and sex .  A l l  m asters  o f  l a b o r  " s h o u ld  be m in d fu l  o f  t h i s ,  
t h a t  to  e x e r c i s e  p r e s s u r e  upon th e  i n d i g e n t  and d e s t i t u t e  
f o r  t h e  sake o f  g a i n ,  and to  make p r o f i t  o u t  o f  th e  needs 
o f  a n o t h e r ,  is  condemned by a l l  laws human and d i v i n e . "
Then th e  Pope asks w h e t h e r ,  i f  th e s e  p r e c e p t s  w ere
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c a r e f u l l y  obeyed,  they  would be enough to  keep down a l l  
s t r i f e .  He r e p l i e s  t h a t  nobody c o u ld  p o s s i b l y  deny t h a t ,  
i f  such p r e c e p ts  w ere  obeyed,  t h e r e  would  be no c o n f l i c t  
between m a s te r  and workmen, between c a p i t a l  and l a b o r .
So f a r ,  t h e  Pope 's  e n c y c l i c a l  is  o n l y  a sermon to  i n s p i r e  
a t u r n  in human a f f a i r s .
But Leo X I I I  was a l s o  a p r a c t i c a l  man and,  t h e r e ­
f o r e ,  proceeds  to  o f f e r  h is  v iews  as to  t h e  manner in which  
th e  s t a t e  ought to  deal  w i t h  t h e  c o n t r o v e r s i e s  between  
c a p i t a l  and l a b o r .  He w r i t e s :
When workmen have re c o u rs e  to  a s t r i k e ,  i t  is  
f r e q u e n t l y  because t h e  hours  o f  l a b o r  a r e  too  
long ,  t h e  work  too  h a r d ,  o r  t h e  wages i n s u f f i ­
c i e n t .  The g ra ve  in c o n v e n ie n c e  o f  t h i s  common 
o c c u r r e n c e  should  be a l l e v i a t e d  by p u b l i c  r e ­
m edia l  measures,  f o r  such p a r a l y s i n g  o f  l a b o r  
n o t  o n l y  a f f e c t s  t h e  m a sters  and t h e i r  workmen 
a l i k e ,  but is  e x t r e m e l y  i n j u r i o u s  to  t r a d e  and  
t o  t h e  g e n e ra l  i n t e r e s t s  o f  t h e  p u b l i c .  . . .
M o re o v er ,  on such o c c a s io n s  v i o l e n c e  and d i s o r d e r  
a r e  g e n e r a l l y  not  f a r  d i s t a n t .  Thus,  i t  f r e q u e n t ­
l y  happens t h a t  th e  p u b l i c  peace is  s e r i o u s l y  
i m p e r i l e d .
The Pope i n s i s t s  t h a t  e v e r y  s t a t e  should  endeavor  t o  pass  
laws which  c o u ld  f o r e s t a l l  and p r e v e n t  such t r o u b l e s  by 
len d in g  i t s  i n f l u e n c e  and a u t h o r i t y  toward t h e  removal o f  
t h e  causes which  led  to  c o n f l i c t s  between employers  and 
employees.  The Pope emphasized t h a t  in a l l  agreements  
between employer  and employees t h e r e  is  t h e  expressed  or  
unders tood  c o n d i t i o n  t h a t  p r o p e r  r e s t  f o r  soul and body be 
a l l o w e d .  The Pope d e c l a r e s  t h a t  t h e  s t a t e  has t h e  d u ty  to  
e n f o r c e  t h i s  c o n d i t i o n .
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Leo X I I I  then approaches the  s u b je c t  o f  j u s t  wages 
by s t a t i n g :
We now approach a s u b je c t  o f  g r e a t  and u rg e n t  
Importance  and r i g h t  p r i n c i p l e s  a r e  a b s o l u t e l y  
n e c e s s a ry ,  i f  extremes a r e  to  be a vo id e d .  , , .
Wages, we a r e  t o l d ,  a r e  r e g u l a t e d  by th e  f r e e  
consent  o f  th e  l a b o r e r .  T h e r e f o r e ,  we a r e  t o l d ,  
t h a t  the  em plo yer ,  when he pays what was agreed  
upon, has f u l f i l l e d  h is  d u ty  and seem ing ly  is  
not  c a l l e d  upon to  do a n y t h i n g  beyond t h i s .
T h is  k ind  o f  reasoning  does not  s a t i s f y  Pope Leo X I I I .
I t  c an n o t ,  he w r i t e s ,  be c o n v in c in g  to  any f a i r - m i n d e d  
man, f o r  t h e r e  a r e  im p o r ta n t  c o n s i d e r a t i o n s  which a r e  
t o t a l l y  l e f t  o u t .  Leo ta k e s  f o r  g ra n te d  t h a t  employees  
and em plo yers ,  as a r u l e ,  make f r e e  c o n t r a c t s  and should  
a g r e e  on wages.  But he s t a t e s  t h a t  i t  is  o f t e n  f o r g o t t e n  
t h a t  n a t u r e  d i c t a t e s  t h a t  rem unera t ion  must be s u f f i c i e n t  
t o  support  t h e  w a g e -e a r n e r  in re a s o n a b le  and f r u g a l  com­
f o r t .  The Pope c o n t in u e s :  " i f ,  through n e c e s s i t y  o r  f e a r
o f  a worse e v i l ,  t h e  employee a cce p ts  h a r d e r  c o n d i t i o n s  
because an employer  o r  c o n t r a c t o r  w i l l  a f f o r d  him no b e t ­
t e r ,  he is  s im ply  t h e  v i c t i m  o f  f o r c e  and i n j u s t i c e . "
Pope Leo says t h a t  in regard  to  wages,  w o rk in g  
h ours ,  s a n i t a r y  c o n d i t i o n s ,  and g e n e ra l  w o rk in g  c o n d i t i o n s  
in f a c t o r i e s  and workshops, " i t  is  a d v i s a b l e  in o r d e r  to  
p r e v e n t  undue i n t e r f e r e n c e  by th e  s t a t e  . . . t h a t  re c o u rs e  
should  be had to  a s s o c i a t i o n s  o r  u n io n s ."  The s t a t e  should  
o n l y  be appea led  to  as a l a s t  r e s o r t  o r  f o r  th e  s a n c t io n  
and p r o t e c t i o n  o f  these  a s s o c i a t i o n s  o r  un ions .  Employers
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and employees in such a s s o c i a t i o n s  can do much, Leo says,  
by themselves  and even a f f o r d  t i m e l y  a id  to  those  members 
in d i s t r e s s .  F u r th e rm o re ,  among o t h e r  b e n e f i t s  these  
a s s o c i a t i o n s  would do much to  draw t h e  two c la s s e s  more 
c l o s e l y  t o g e t h e r .
Most im p o r ta n t  o f  a l l ,  a c c o rd in g  to  th e  Pope, a r e  
l a b o r  un ions .  The Pope then r e f e r s  to  th e  e x c e l l e n t  r e s u l t s  
o f  th e  g u i l d s  o f  th e  M id d le  Ages.  He says t h a t  th e  g u i l d s  
were  th e  means o f  a f f o r d i n g  not o n l y  many advantages  to  
th e  workingman,  but a ls o  a s s i s t e d  in th e  advancement o f  
a r t . Such u n io n s ,  o f  c o u rs e ,  should be a l t e r e d  a c c o rd in g  
t o  th e  needs o f  t h e  p r e s e n t  age.  He adds t h a t  I t  was g r a t i ­
f y i n g  to know t h a t  t h e r e  w ere  many a s s o c i a t i o n s  o f  t h i s  
t y p e  a l r e a d y  in e x i s t e n c e ,  c o n s i s t i n g  o f  l a b o r e r s  a lo n e ,  
and some c o n s i s t i n g  o f  both employers  and employees.  But  
he d e s i r e d  t h a t  t h e i r  number should  g r e a t l y  i n c r e a s e .  How­
e v e r ,  Leo warned;
Let th e  s t a t e  watch o v e r  th es e  a s s o c i a t i o n s  o f  
c i t i z e n s ,  banded t o g e t h e r  f o r  t h e  e x e r c i s e  o f  
t h e i r  r i g h t s ,  but l e t  i t  not t h r u s t  i t s e l f  i n t o  
t h e i r  p a r t i c u l a r  concerns and t h e i r  o r g a n i z a t i o n s ;  
f o r  t h in g s  t h a t  move and l i v e  by t h e  s p i r i t  i n ­
s p i r i n g  them, may be k i l l e d  by th e  rough grasp o f  
a hand from wi t h o u t .
The idea o f  t h e  Pope is  t h a t  th e  s t a t e  should en­
courage the  fo rm a t io n  o f  l a b o r  unions  o r  a s s o c i a t  i o n s , 
composed o f  employers  and employees,  f o r  th e  r e g u l a t i o n  
o f  a l l  d i f f e r e n c e s  between c a p i t a l  and l a b o r  and f o r  th e  
a s s i s t a n c e  o f  w o rkers  in d i s t r e s s .  The s t a t e  was not  to
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i n t e r f e r e  In th e  a c t u a l  a r rangem ents  made by such unions  
o r  a s s o c i a t i o n s ,  but to  a s s i s t  in th e  enforcem ent  o f  th e  
d e c i s i o n s  o f  t h e  r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  m a j o r i t y ,  in s h o r t ,  Leo 
d e s i r e s  t h a t  th e  s t a t e  p r o t e c t  and a s s i s t  t h e  unions and 
not  d i c t a t e  p o l i c y  to  t h e  un io n s .
The ge n era l  p r i n c i p l e  o f  Pope Leo X i i l ' s  e n c y c l i c a l ,  
a p a r t  from i t s  r e l i g i o u s  and moral  p r e c e p t s ,  is  t h a t  th e  
em ployer  and employee shou ld  u n i t e  to  a l l e v i a t e  t h e  c o n d i ­
t i o n s  o f  l a b o r .  The s t a t e  should  g iv e  them encouragement,  
p r o t e c t  them in t h e i r  f r e e  d is c u s s io n s ,  and su p p o r t  t h e i r  
a u t h o r i t y .  A l l  t h e  p r i n c i p l e s  which  Leo suggests  in t h i s  
e n c y c l i c a l  a r e  based by t h e  Pope upon th e  n a t u r a l  law o f  
J u s t i c e  and t h e  d i v i n e  law o f  C h r i s t i a n  c h a r i t y .
Summary
Pope Leo X I I I  opposed: ( 1 )  S o c i a l i s m ;  ( 2 )  common
o w n e rsh ip ;  ( 3 )  s t a t e  a b s o l u t is m ;  ( 4 )  c l a s s  c o n f l i c t ;  ( 5 )  
s t r i k e s  and v i o l e n c e ;  and ( 6 )  too  much i n t e r f e r e n c e  by 
t h e  s t a t e  in l a b o r - c a p i t a l  r e l a t i o n s ,
Leo advocated  and defended : ( 1 )  p r i v a t e  p r o p e r t y
a c c o r d in g  to  n a t u r a l  law; ( 2 )  both  th e  employer  and t h e  
employee possessed r i g h t s  ba lance d  by r e l a t e d  d u t i e s ;  ( 3 )  
t h e  d i g n i t y  o f  th e  i n d i v i d u a l  man ; ( 4 )  J u s t i c e  and C h r i s t i a n  
c h a r i  t y  w ere  needed to  re fo rm  s o c i e t y ;  and ( 5 )  t h e  l a b o r in g  
man possessed th e  r i g h t  o f  u n i o n i z a t i o n ,  a l t h o u g h  th e  Pope 
p r e f e r r e d  a s s o c i a t i o n s  o f  employers and employees.  In e i t h e r
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case t h e  s t a t e  was bound to  p r o t e c t  them.
